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First name: Esme

Last name: Cadiente

Organization: Forest Stewards Guild

Title:

Comments: Rooted in our recognition of the intrinsic value of our native landscapes, the Forest Stewards Guild
has been practicing and promoting responsible forestry for over 25 years. As a founding member of the Greater
Santa Fe Fireshed Coalition, we advocate for active ecological management in the Southwest and beyond. We
support the proposed use of thinning and prescribed fire in The Santa Fe Mountains Landscape Resiliency
Project to protect important ecological and human values within this priority landscape from increased wildfire
and drought associated with changing climatic conditions and to restore forest and watershed health.

As the global climate changes, temperature increases and overcrowded forests from a century of fire
suppression have changed the structure and composition of the forests surrounding Santa Fe, increasing their
vulnerability to insect outbreaks, disease, and high severity wildfire. The susceptibility of adjacent forests to high
severity wildfire, of our watersheds to dramatic post-fire flooding and erosion, and of our local economy to the
disruption wreaked by these natural disasters translates to vulnerability of our communities. These projected
environmental conditions also create cascading effects in the water-limited state of New Mexico, making it critical
that we do everything in our power to protect our water resources. Almost half of The City of Santa Fe[rsquo]s
municipal drinking water comes from the forested mountains that surround us. Protecting this clean water source
from high severity fire requires the ecologically-sensitive and science-driven forest management that is proposed
in this project.

We acknowledge that managing wildfire hazard is not the only consideration on federal forestland, and we
support the landscape-scale scope of this 50,566 acre vegetation management project. The project aligns with
the Fireshed Coalition[rsquo]s stated mission to [ldquoJuse a proactive collaborative approach to improve the
health and long-term resilience of forested watersheds and communities[hellip] [by] identify(ing) and
implement(ing) high priority on-the-ground projects that make the Fireshed and its communities more resilient to
wildfire while maintaining and restoring resilient landscapes.[rdquo] The Guild is actively collaborating with
diverse partners to carry out this mission, including developing the Multiparty Monitoring Plan that is intended to
complement and support Forest Service monitoring and community engagement in the Santa Fe Mountains
Landscape Resiliency Project. The Guild will support the final planning and implementation of the Santa Fe
Mountains Landscape Resiliency Project as an integral landscape resiliency project.

Rooted in our recognition of the intrinsic value of our native landscapes, the Forest Stewards Guild has been
practicing and promoting responsible forestry for over 25 years. As a founding member of the Greater Santa Fe
Fireshed Coalition, we advocate for active ecological management in the Southwest and beyond. We support the
proposed use of thinning and prescribed fire in The Santa Fe Mountains Landscape Resiliency Project to protect
important ecological and human values within this priority landscape from increased wildfire and drought
associated with changing climatic conditions and to restore forest and watershed health.

As the global climate changes, temperature increases and overcrowded forests from a century of fire
suppression have changed the structure and composition of the forests surrounding Santa Fe, increasing their
vulnerability to insect outbreaks, disease, and high severity wildfire. The susceptibility of adjacent forests to high
severity wildfire, of our watersheds to dramatic post-fire flooding and erosion, and of our local economy to the
disruption wreaked by these natural disasters translates to vulnerability of our communities. These projected
environmental conditions also create cascading effects in the water-limited state of New Mexico, making it critical
that we do everything in our power to protect our water resources. Almost half of The City of Santa Fe[rsquo]s
municipal drinking water comes from the forested mountains that surround us. Protecting this clean water source
from high severity fire requires the ecologically-sensitive and science-driven forest management that is proposed
in this project.

000001



We acknowledge that managing wildfire hazard is not the only consideration on federal forestland, and we
support the landscape-scale scope of this 50,566 acre vegetation management project. The project aligns with
the Fireshed Coalition[rsquo]s stated mission to [ldquoJuse a proactive collaborative approach to improve the
health and long-term resilience of forested watersheds and communities[hellip] [by] identify(ing) and
implement(ing) high priority on-the-ground projects that make the Fireshed and its communities more resilient to
wildfire while maintaining and restoring resilient landscapes.[rdquo] The Guild is actively collaborating with
diverse partners to carry out this mission, including developing the Multiparty Monitoring Plan that is intended to
complement and support Forest Service monitoring and community engagement in the Santa Fe Mountains
Landscape Resiliency Project. The Guild will support the final planning and implementation of the Santa Fe
Mountains Landscape Resiliency Project as an integral landscape resiliency project.
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Data Submited (UTC 11): 10/29/2021 6:20:43 PM

First name: Lauren

Last name: McGavran

Organization:

Title:

Comments: | am requesting that the USFS prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Santa Fe
Mountains Landscape Resiliency Project. The draft Environmental Assessment is not sufficient. It ignores
scientific studies that contradict its proposed Action.

I have spent my life hiking in and exploring the Santa Fe National Forest. Now that | am retired, we visit the
Forest several times a week for gentle walks in the woods. The forest is an integral part of my being; its health is
as critical to me as my own. | see this Project ignoring recent scientific studies and damaging the forest, not
helping it.

This project is huge and controversial. Its impacts have not been adequately addressed. An Environmental
Impact Statement is needed to ensure that alternatives have been carefully considered. The binary "Action/No
Action" does not offer alternatives. The proposed plan of burning and aggressive thinning leaves a degraded
"forest." It destroys cool, shaded woodlands and leaves sparse, unshaded, windy areas barren of undergrowth
and filled with invasive weeds. | have seen the results of these treatments in the Jemez Ranger District.

The Project needs to be more specific about where treatments will be applied and how they will be done in each
area. The maps show areas of potential treatments, but do not include all the areas that might be treated, nor
details about what will be done in any specific area. How close will treatments come to communities? How much
will be removed there? How will you proceed in Roadless Areas?

Perhaps my biggest complaint with the Environmental Assessment is that it uses studies that support the Action
alternative and ignores opposing studies. The "desired condition" is sparse trees, no canopy, and no understory.
There is evidence that this is not the historical or natural state of a forest. Using fire scars to construct historical
fire conditions has limitations that are not addressed. Intense fires do not leave burn scars; the trees are killed.
The size and number of plot samples affect the conclusions; data must be interpreted with those parameters in
mind. Studies (e.g. by Dr. Chad Hanson) show that Mexican spotted owls benefit from areas of intense fire and
are harmed by thinning and prescribed fires. The EA defines high severity fires more broadly than is generally
used, thus overstating its potential. Studies also show that thinned forests often burn more intensely and move
more rapidly than unthinned ones. Fire models corroborate this finding.

The EA does not adequately address the issue of carbon release and storage. An analysis must include the
total carbon release, including the fossil fuels needed to carry out the treatments, the effect of soil compaction,
the loss of sequestration potential by reducing the number of trees, the carbon released by slash burning, and
the regrowth rates, among other effects.

The Forest Service has not been forthcoming to the public with the analysis process. It has not presented
opposing scientific studies; it has not shared public scoping comments; spokesmen have said, in meetings, that
only "small" trees (<10" DBH) will be thinned, but the EA includes trees up to 16" DBH.

The USFS needs to complete an EIS that has real alternatives. These alternatives must include leaving the
forests less disturbed. That is, leave more trees, more time between burns, an undamaged understory and forest
floor, fewer roads. Cattle must be restricted to keep them out of riparian areas. The EIS needs to look at scientific
studies that refute its current desired actions.
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Data Submited (UTC 11): 10/1/2021 1:23:43 PM

First name: scott

Last name: ernst

Organization:

Title:

Comments: | live in La Cueva, near Glorieta and wanted to express my strong support for the planned Santa Fe
Mountains Landscape Resiliency Project. I've lived here for 24 years, saw what the area looked like before any
thinning started and have watched as you have done the Block A - E project up our road. The benefits to the
biodiversity have been amazing. For the first 10 or so years that | lived here | never saw one deer. No bobcats or
turkeys or raptors of any kind. A few years after the thinning (yours as well as mine and other residents of LC)
started | saw my first deer. In the succeeding years so many species of plants and animals have become
established. It is an entirely different ecosystem from the Pinyon/Juniper/Pondorosa desert that we had before.

We all know that you are going to be hearing howls of protest over this project from a very vocal minority, but |
want you to know that there is a large and quiet majority of residents around here who see the benefits to the
ecosystem (as well as to ourselves through better fire resiliency) who are in full support of what you are doing
now as well as what you are planning for the future. The Santa Fe Mountains Landscape Resiliency Project is
just the kind of big and bold project that is what is going to save the forest from devastation. Thanks for thinking
on such a large scale. Keep up the good work.
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Data Submited (UTC 11): 10/2/2021 5:33:11 PM

First name: Dick

Last name: Artley

Organization:

Title:

Comments:

Comments on the Tragic Santa Fe Mountains Landscape Resiliency Project

October 2, 2021

Dear Supervisor Cress and selected IDT members,

This pre-decisional EA analyzes one of the most resource-damaging timber sales | have ever been exposed to.
If that wasn't enough, your pre-decisional EA is riddled with illegal actions. As you will see you will be taken to
court. These comments will be mailed to the plaintiff. She will give them to her attorney. This is why | show the
laws that you have violated for each issue. You and your OGC attorney will spend many days in court trying to
prove you didn't violate the law. You can avoid this by publishing a notice in your newspaper of record indicating
you will drop the sale. This will happen ASAP.

The people quoted below understood the value of an undeveloped forest.

"It is horrifying that we have to fight our own government to save the environment."
Ansel Adams

"We must protect the forests for our children, grandchildren and children yet to be born. We must protect the
forests for those who can't speak for themselves such as the birds, animals, fish and trees.”
Chief Edward Moody

"God has cared for these trees, saved them from drought, disease, avalanches, and a thousand tempests and
floods. But he cannot save them from fools.

John Muir

"The Eyes of the Future are looking back at us and they are praying for us to see beyond our own time."
Terry Tempest Williams

| have helped prepare scores of timber sale EAs and EISs as a forest planner. Since | retired from the USFS in
2003 | have read and commented on timber sale NEPA documents prepared by other national forests (15 to 20
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each year). This is by far the most illegal EA | have ever read. It analyzes a proposed timber sale that will inflict
unprecedented damage to the resources in and downstream from the sale area. Any reasonable person who
administers national forest land that should be inherited by future generations intact would know what to do.

Cress, only a biased, brainwashed, clueless, mindless, corporate-friendly goon would propose to commercially
log 29.2 square miles which includes riparian areas. Face it, some of your non-timber resource specialists on the
IDT agree with me but they are frightened to admit it. The judge won't like your proposal to abuse and plunder
the Santa Fe National Forest. Gaze upon the photos of cutting units in Opposing Views Science Attachment #12
and #29. You will create a shocking atrocity that resembles one of them

Don't you understand you are harming MY land to provide corporate profit opportunities? Do you care? You
know your Purpose & Need is untrue, cooked-up garbage intended to justify this assault.

Who are you to ignore these Ph.D. scientists' recommendations?

"The proposition that forest values are protected with more, rather than less logging, and that forest reserves are
not only unnecessary, but undesirable, has great appeal to many with a vested interest in maximizing timber
harvest. These ideas are particularly attractive to institutions and individuals whose incomes depend upon a
forest land base." (page 2)

"On the other hand, approaches that involve reserving of a portion of the land base, or harvest practices that
leave commercially valuable trees uncut to achieve ecological goals, are often considered much less desirable as
they reduce traditional sources of timber income." (page 2)

from Simplified Forest Management to Achieve Watershed and Forest Health: A Critique.
By Franklin, Jerry Ph.D., David Perry Ph.D., Reed Noss Ph.D., David

Montgomery Ph.D. and Christopher Frissell Ph.D. 2000. "
https://www.irmforestry.com/downloads/pdfl.pdf

Specialists who agree with what | have said and choose to continue their hypocrisy have obviously cast away
their land ethics and values for money. Those with self-esteem will resign from the IDT.

Supervisor Cress, you do not deserve the respect of the public. How would you feel of you hired someone to
take care of your home and property, they trashed it and then lied trying to justify their actions. This is what you
are preparing do to property owned by 331 million Americans when you implement the Santa Fe Mountains
timber sale.

The public does not want the national forests their unborn great, great grandchildren will inherit to look like this.
You must think outside the comfort of the USFS box to understand and even acknowledge what you are doing.
Those of you who wish to maintain your "team player” status know the USFS frowns on independent thought.

The Santa Fe Mountains timber sale will harm/destroy the same natural resources you were trained in college to

conserve and protect. Please have the tenacity and backbone to read the science quotes authored by unbiased

scientists who are experts in their fields and not affiliated with the USFS in Opposing Views Science Attachments
#1 and #4.

Below, | have included 6 examples of what you will find in these 2 Attachments. You may recognize a few of the
authors ... 20 Ph.D. scientists. Please let them guide you as you prepare this pre-decisional EA.

A few of you will agree with the quotes below but will keep your feelings to yourself. They describe the ecological
damage caused by actions the USFS pushes and champions (logging and roading). Please be honest with
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yourself. Throw away your bias and examine the quotes critically in Opposing Views Science Attachments #1
and #4. A sample of these quotes is shown below. Particularity relevant statements are highlighted in bold
green.

"In a new report released today, the Center for Sustainable Economy has documented taxpayer losses of nearly
$2 billion a year associated with the federal logging program carried out on national forest and Bureau of Land
Management lands."

According to Dr. John Talberth, Senior Economist from the Center for Sustainable Economy, "Federal forests
represent the last remaining islands in a sea of forestlands degraded by industrial logging activities on state and
privately owned lands. Our federal forests are far more valuable as carbon sinks, recreation destinations, wildlife
habitat and natural water filters than they are for timber production. As such, the economic damage from these
logging subsidies is twofold: taxpayers lose money and local economies lose opportunities to diversify and use
the land for much more valuable purposes.”

from Destructive federal timber sale program loses nearly $2 billion a year

By Dr. John Talberth

Published by the Center for Sustainable Economy, May 2019
https://sustainable-economy.org/destructive-federal-timber-sale-program-loses-nearly-2-billion-a-year/

“"Logging practices can indirectly result in changes in the biological components of a stream, and can have direct
and indirect on the physical environment in streams.

The primary environmental changes of concern are the effects of siltation, logging debris, gravel scouring,
destruction of developing embryos and alevins, blockage of streamflow, decrease in surface and intragravel
dissolved oxygen, increase in maximum water temperatures, changes in pool/riffle ratios and cover, redistribution
of fishes, reduction in fish numbers, and reduction in total biomass."

from The Alsea Watershed Study: Effects of Logging on the Aquatic Resources of Three Headwater Streams of
the Alsea River, Oregon - Part Ill

By John R. Moring Ph.D.

Fishery Report Number 9, Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife, 1975
http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfd/library/ffip/Moring_JR1975b.pdf

"Biodiversity in managed ecosystems is poor. Less biodiverse communities and ecosystems are more
susceptible to adverse weather (such as drought) and exotic invaders, and have greatly reduced rates of
biomass production and nutrient cycling.”

from Biodiversity and Ecosystem Functioning: Maintaining Natural Life Support Processes
Naeem, Shahid Ph.D., F.S. Chapin Ill Ph.D., Robert Costanza Ph.D.,

Paul R. Ehrlich Ph.D., Frank B. Golley Ph.D., David U. Hooper Ph.D.

J.H. Lawton Ph.D., Robert V. O'Neill Ph.D., Harold A. Mooney Ph.D.

Osvaldo E. Sala Ph.D., Amy J. Symstad Ph.D., and David Tilman Ph.D.

Published in Issues in Ecology No. 4. Fall 1999.
http://cfpub.epa.gov/watertrain/pdf/issue4.pdf

"Clearcutting and other even aged silvicultural practices and timber road construction have caused widespread
forest ecosystem fragmentation and degradation. The result is species extinction, soil erosion, flooding,
destabilizing climate change, the loss of ecological processes, declining water quality, diminishing commercial
and sport fisheries, and recently, mudslides in Oregon which killed American citizens."
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"Less than 5% of America's original forests remain, and these forests are found primarily on federal lands.
Logging in the last core areas of biodiversity is destroying the remaining intact forest ecosystems in the United
States. At the current rate of logging, these forests and their priceless biological assets will be destroyed within a
few decades.”

"We believe it is our professional responsibility to ask Congress to align Federal forest management with modern
scientific understandings of forest ecosystems. Passage of the Act to Save America's Forests will give our
nation's precious forest ecosystems the best chance or survival and recovery into the 21st century and beyond."

From a 1998 letter to congress

By Peter Raven, Ph.D., Jane Goodall, C.B.E., Ph.D., Edward O. Wilson, Ph. D.
and over 600 other leading biologists, ecologists, foresters, and scientists from
other forest specialties.

Published by Save America's Forests
http://www.saveamericasforests.org/resources/Scientists.htm

"Recently, so called "salvage" logging has increased on national forests in response to a timber industry invented
"forest health crisis" which points the finger at normal forest processes of fire, fungi, bacteria, insects and other
diseases. In fact the crisis in the national forests is habitat destruction caused by too much clearcutting.

The real threat facing forests are excessive logging, clearcutting and roadbuilding that homogenize and destroy
soil, watersheds and biodiversity of native forests."

from Statement at a Press Conference with Senator Robert Torricelli about S. 977 and HR 1376), the Act to Save
America's Forests

By Partridge, Arthur Ph.D., professor emeritus, University of Idaho

April 28, 1998, U.S. Capitol

http://www.saveamericasforests.org/news/ScientistsStatement.htm

"Large fallen trees in various stages of decay contribute much-needed diversity to terrestrial and aquatic habitats
in unmanaged old-growth Douglas fir forests. When most biological activity in soil is limited by low moisture
availability in summer, the interface between soil and a fallen tree offers a relatively cool, moist habitat for small
animals and substrate for microbial and root activity. Increased utilization and management can deprive future
stands of large fallen trees and smaller woody debris. Visible and invisible stages in the decay of fallen trees are
discussed to encourage awareness of the losses in habitat diversity and long-term site productivity that may
result from increased removal of woody debris from streams and forests in the name of economic progress."

from The Seen and Unseen World of the Fallen Tree
By C. Maser Ph.D., and J. M. Trappe Ph.D.

USDA Forest Service, GTR-PNW-164, 1984
http://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/publications/pnw_gtr164/

Introduction
I'm not naive enough to think my comments will cause you to change anything. You see, | retired from the USFS
in 2003 after 31 years with "the outfit." | know how the game is played.

Supervisor Cress some members of the public understand you started this pre-decisional EA on its illegal journey
when the Proposed Action from the Scoping Package became the only Action Alternative. Think about it. You
chose the selected alternative before the Scoping Package went to the public. You ignored the public comments
and critical IDT analysis conclusions on this draft (if you read them). Your mind has been made up for many
months.
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I'm sorry the IDT members have not figured this out. Sadly they continue to play the game actually believing their
effects disclosures in Chapter 3 influence the outcome.

You Place
your Loyalty with the Agency
... hot the Public.

Before | begin my specific comments about this commercial timber sale | will state a fact. You are willing to have
your reputation sullied by being connected to this tragic proposed timber sale. You should have known the
American public trusts you and expects professional behavior. You let them down. Do you care?

After reading the science quotes in Opposing Views Science Attachments #1 and #4 please ask yourself why
most quotes in the attachments describe natural resource harm caused by roading and logging and why most
P&N statements for USFS timber sales tell the public roading and logging will “restore” the forest. Then ask
yourself why scientists who are experts in forest ecology who are quoted in the 2 attachments would twist the
truth. Please be honest with yourself. Of course you know the answer. The scientists quoted in the attachments
are not concerned about the need to validate the USFS's timber agenda ... volume at any cost.

Here are a few sample quotes from Opposing Views Science Attachments #1 and #4. After reading the quotes
below you may have the courage to read all of both attachments #1 and #4

Opposing Views Science Attachment #1 includes many quotes authored by scientists who are experts in their
fields that describe how logging decimates the forest's natural resources.

Example:

"Major report findings:

1) If we ended the timber sales program on national forests and redirected the logging subsidies we could
provide over $30,000 for each public lands timber worker for retraining or ecological restoration work - - and still
have over $800 million left over for taxpayer savings in the first year alone.

2) We don't need to log national forests for our timber supply, given the fact that the timber cut annually from
national forests nationwide now comprises only 3.3% of this nation's total annual wood consumption, and less
than 4% of the sawtimber used for construction.

3) Logging on national forests INCREASES the risk of forest fires more than any other human activity.

4) A bipartisan nationwide poll conducted in 1998 found that 69% of Americans how oppose allowing timber
companies to log our national forests."

Source: THE FACTS: Ending Timber Sales on National Forests

By Hansen, Chad, Ph.D.,

Published in the Earth Island Journal, June 22, 1999
https://www.questia.com/magazine/1G1-54451556/the-facts-ending-logging-on-national-forests

Opposing Views Science Attachment #4 includes many quotes authored by scientists who are experts in their
fields that describe how road construction (especially so-called temporary roads) creates more aquatic damage
than any other human manipulation of the forest ecosystem. Here's one example of the science quote contained
in the attachment authored by USFS scientists:
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"Roads are associated with high sediment inputs and altered hydrology, both of which can strongly influence
downstream channel habitats. Roads are also important as a source of indirect human impacts and as an agent
of vegetation change and wildlife disturbance."

"Any ground disturbance increases the potential for erosion and hydrologic change, and roads are a major
source of ground disturbance in wildlands. Compacted road surfaces generate overland flow, and much of this
flow often enters the channel system, locally increasing peak flows. Localized peak flows are also increased
where roads divert flow from one swale into another, and where roadcuts intercept subsurface flows."

"Overland flow from the road surface is a very effective transport medium for the abundant fine sediments that
usually are generated on road surfaces. Road drainage also can excavate gullies and cause landslides
downslope in swales. Cut and fill slopes are often susceptible to landsliding, and road-related landsliding is the
most visible forestry-related erosional impact in many areas."

Source: What do we know about Roads?

By Reid, Leslie M. Ph.D., Robert R. Ziemer Ph.D., USDA Forest Service Pacific Southwest Research Station,
and Michael J. Furniss, USDA Forest Service Six Rivers National Forest, 1994
http://www.fs.fed.us/psw/publications/reid/4Roads.htm

If, after reading Opposing Views Science Attachment #4 you still propose to build new roads please tell the public
in the final NEPA document 1) why you don't care about aquatic resource destruction, or 2) why you think these 3
USFS scientists quoted above are wrong.

Supervisor Cress by proposing this timber sale you show me spending all of your NFTM funding this fiscal year is
more important to you than doing what the people who pay your salary want you to do. You are clearly a
floundering, unfit, inept USFS line-officer who takes great pride in serving-up volume to your corporate masters.

Ask yourself why the USFS encourages line-officers to pursue actions that scores of unbiased independent
scientists describe as pernicious and likely to destroy the proper functioning of important natural resources. If
you have a conscience you know this is not a trivial issue.

You will be Invited to Federal
District Court

A classmate in forestry school at the University of Washington lives in Nambe. She enjoys the Santa Fe
NF...hiking, fishing and camping. She will be harmed by this timber sale. You should know what that means.
She knows the Santa Fe Conservation Trust retains full-time attorneys. She has expressed her concerns about
this timber sale to me. | emailed her my comments.

| Hope you Agree

with the Wise Quotes below. The Public
has been led to believe these Quotes
Guide your Actions. Ask yourself why
they are Totally Inconsistent with what
the USFS Taught you to do?

"When the last tree is cut down, the last fish eaten, and the last stream poisoned, you will realize that you cannot
eat money"

Cree Indian Proverb, about 1885
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"A nation that destroys its soils destroys itself. Forests are the lungs of our land, purifying the air and giving fresh
strength to our people.”

Franklin D. Roosevelt

"Thou shalt not destroy the trees thereof by forcing an axe against them: for thou mayest eat of them, and thou
shalt not cut them down (for the tree of the field is man's life).

Deuteronomy 20:19

"We must protect the forests for our children, grandchildren and children yet to be born. We must protect the
forests for those who can't speak for themselves such as the birds, animals, fish and trees."

Chief Edward Moody

"It is horrifying that we have to fight our own government to save the environment."
Ansel Adams

"The Eyes of the Future are looking back at us and they are praying for us to see beyond our own time."
Terry Tempest Williams

John Muir nearly became the first USFS Chief. Future generations will forever look upon Pinchot's (who learned
industrial forestry in Europe) appointment as Chief as an unparalleled tragedy. Pinchot would not have said this:

"God has cared for these trees, saved them from drought, disease, avalanches, and a thousand storms; but he
cannot save them from sawmills and fools."

"Any fool can destroy trees. They cannot defend themselves or run away. And few destroyers of trees ever plant
any; nor can planting avail much toward restoring our grand aboriginal giants."

John Muir, quotes from Save the Redwoods 1903

You Obviously think Volume Generation
for Corporate Profit is more Important
than Assuring Future Generations of
Kids will Thrill when they Experience the
Sights and Sounds of an

Undeveloped Forest.

Most Americans want future generations of kids to have the opportunity to experience the quietness and solitude
in an undeveloped, natural forest. The wild UNDEVELOPED national forests will provide one of the only escapes
from the insanity of a world driven even more by money than it is now ... yet you have chosen to deny them this
opportunity. Never again entertain the notion that you serve the recreating public.

As a retired USFS employee | watched as new employees with splendid land and resource ethics were changed
by the agency. They were taught that natural resource harm (regardless of magnitude) caused by roading,
logging and herbicide application was acceptable collateral damage to "getting out the cut." Over time they
actually started to believe this and defend the agency's plunder.

Most IDT members have science backgrounds. Most understand the value of biodiversity in the forest. By
helping to plan this timber sale they are helping to simplify the forest which eliminates the biodiversity.
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My Opposing Views Science
Attachments

The Opposing Views Science Attachments present quotes authored by scientists (with no interest in volume
accumulation) that describe the long-term irreparable damage that will be inflicted to the natural resources in the
Santa Fe National Forest by logging and roading in the Santa Fe Mountains timber sale. Unlike the IDT
members, the authors of the science quotes are experts. Most have Ph.D.s.

Please comply with this law. The ADO will not be amused if you don't.

40 CFR 1502.9(b) "Final environmental impact statements shall respond to comments as required in part 1503 of
this chapter. The agency shall discuss at appropriate points in the final statement any responsible opposing view
which was not adequately discussed in the draft statement and shall indicate the agency's response to the issues

raised."”

You must respond to each opposing view that is not irresponsible.

Why are you Proposing a
Timber Sale that these Experts
say must Never Occur?

Jerry Franklin, Ph.D.,
David Perry Ph.D.,

Reed Noss Ph.D.,

David Montgomery Ph.D.,
Anne Ehrlich, Ph.D.,
David Foster Ph.D., and
Peter Raven Ph.D.

You may have heard of the scientists that made the following observations. Ask yourself why these scientists
would be motivated to misrepresent the truth. Ask yourself why the USFS teaches you to disbelieve the scientific
conclusions of independent scientists not associated with the USFS such as these.

Please have the courage to read what the experts say about logging and forest road construction. Ask yourself
why USFS policy is not consistent with the wisdom below:

"The proposition that forest values are protected with more, rather than less logging, and that forest reserves are
not only unnecessary, but undesirable, has great appeal to many with a vested interest in maximizing timber
harvest. These ideas are particularly attractive to institutions and individuals whose incomes depend upon a
forest land base." (page 2)

"On the other hand, approaches that involve reserving of a portion of the land base, or harvest practices that
leave commercially valuable trees uncut to achieve ecological goals, are often considered much less desirable as
they reduce traditional sources of timber income." (page 2)

from Simplified Forest Management to Achieve Watershed and Forest Health: A Critique.
By Franklin, Jerry Ph.D., David Perry Ph.D., Reed Noss Ph.D., David
Montgomery Ph.D. and Christopher Frissell Ph.D. 2000. "

http://www.coastrange.org/documents/forestreport.pdf

"For much of the past century the Forest Service, entrusted as the institutional steward of our National Forests,

000012



focused its management on an industrial-scale logging program. The result of the massive logging and road
construction program was to damage watersheds, destroy wildlife habitat and imperiled plant and animal
species."

"Dr. David R. Foster, a professor of ecology at Harvard University, said that a ban on public-lands logging would
not affect the nation's supply of timber. Just 4 percent of the nation's timber comes from federal forest land,
according to the letter, an amount Dr. Foster said could be made up through more intensive cutting on tree farms
and recycling, among other things."

from Scientists Seek Logging Ban on U.S.-Owned Land

By Anne Ehrlich Ph.D., David Foster Ph.D. and Peter Raven Ph.D. 2002

New York Times, April 16, 2002
http://www.nytimes.com/2002/04/16/us/scientists-seek-logging-ban-on-us-owned-land.html

"Among the environmental effects of unimproved roads, those on water quality and aquatic ecology are some of
the most critical. Increased chronic sedimentation, in particular, can dramatically change the food web in
affected streams and lakes."

"The nearly impervious nature of road surfaces (or treads) makes them unique within forested environments and
causes runoff generation even in mild rainfall events, leading to chronic fine sediment contributions."

"If we look at the issue of what we need to learn or the research priorities for forest road hydrology, | would argue
that the areas of cutslope hydrology and effectiveness of restoration efforts are perhaps most critical.”

"At a few sites in the mountains of Idaho and Oregon a substantial portion of the road runoff (80-95%) came from
subsurface flow intercepted by the cutslope (Burroughs et al., 1972; Megahan, 1972; Wemple, 1998)."

from Hydrological processes and pathways affected by forest roads: what do we still need to learn?
By Luce, Charles H. Ph.D., USFS, Rocky Mountain Research Station, Boise Aquatic Sciences Laboratory, 2002
https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/23954

"Few marks on the land are more lasting than roads."

"The negative effects on the landscape of constructing new roads, deferring maintenance, and decommissioning
old roads are well documented. Unwanted or non-native plant species can be transported on vehicles and
clothing by users of roads, ultimately displacing native species. Roads may fragment and degrade habitat for
wildlife species and eliminate travel corridors of other species. Poorly designed or maintained roads promote
erosion and landslides, degrading riparian and wetland habitat through sedimentation and changes in streamflow
and water temperature, with associated reductions in fish habitat and productivity. Also, roads allow people to
travel into previously difficult or impossible to access areas, resulting in indirect impacts such as ground and
habitat disturbance, increased pressure on wildlife species, increased litter, sanitation needs and vandalism, and
increased frequency of human-caused fires."

from National Forest System Road Management

Federal Register: March 3, 2000 (Volume 65, Number 43) Page 11675

A Notice by the Forest Service on 03/03/2000, signed by USFS Chief Dr. Mike Dombeck on February 25, 2000
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2000/03/03/00-5002/national-forest-system-road-management

Professional, Competent USFS
Employees would never Hide Important
Project-Related Information

000013



from the public.

You used public tax dollars to create the public information you conceal as hardcopies at the District. If the
information you have hidden away was professionally done and truthful you would be glad to share it with the
public who owns it. Your behavior borders on being criminal. There is an environmental group that works your
forest with attorneys. They will receive a copy of my comments on this issue. | hope you are invited to Federal
District Court.

Here's what you hide in the Project File/Record:

"Complete U.S. Forest Service specialist reports for the project area are available in the project record.” (pg 52)

"The City shared their 2007, 2011, and 2017 sampling data with the author of this report (available in the project
record)." (pg 124)

"More information about the viewshed analysis and the results can be found in the SFMLRP Scenic Effects
Analysis Report, available in the project file." (pg 169)

Here, read 40 CFR 1502.21:

"Agencies shall incorporate material into an environmental impact statement by reference when the effect will be
to cut down on bulk without impeding agency and public review of the action. The incorporated material shall be
cited in the statement and its content briefly described. No material may be incorporated by reference unless it is
reasonably available for inspection by potentially interested persons within the time allowed for comment.
Material based on proprietary data which is itself not available for review and comment shall not be incorporated
by reference.”

Expecting the public to travel hundreds or thousands of miles to read important information that will help them to
better understand a USFS EA or EIS means its not "reasonably available for inspection” as the law requires.

Most of the documents you hide away as hardcopies on the district were created on your computer. Even a child
has the computer skills to post electronic documents online. If the document was not created on the computer
these children would know how to scan them and create a PDF file that could be posted online.

The Americans that own the national forests want to provide you with informed, meaningful feedback based on
all (emphasis added) the information available about the proposed project.

Clearly, you have not come to grips with the fact the public reads NEPA documents from cover to cover and
wants to understand the EA or EIS without traveling long distances. How many times have you read a novel
where the last chapter was available hardcopy where the author lives and you had to travel to read it?

This was not an oversight. You knowingly hid this information from the public. During my 30 year USFS career |
saw this scheme occur twice. Each time, the information was suppressed because it did not exist.

My attorney has advised me to contact her to take court action against you if | have an accident driving to your
District to view the hidden information. She said to submit my costs for traveling from Grangeville Idaho to Santa
Fe to you. She said you will refuse to pay and she will take care of that.

| suggest you start reading the the Albuquerque Journal. If the final NEPA document still hides public

information, Regional Forester Martin will find out. How will RF Martin respond to the public calls of outrage? |
wonder if that's what you want?
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Request for changes to be made to the final NEPA document: Make ALL the hardcopy documents that currently
reside in the Project File/Record at the District available as either 1) online Appendices to the NEPA document,
or 2) electronically attach them to the online NEPA document.

I hope you do not respond to this issue by telling me it's not required that you display all project-related
information online. If you do, it clearly means you do not understand the basics of NEPA ... public disclosure.

Without being able to examine the important hardcopy information at the District, the public cannot provide
meaningful, site-specific comments. You must allow another comment period after the hardcopy material is
available online. Not allowing all members of the public to comment will violate:

40 CFR 1500.2 (d) because hiding information needed to fully understand the NEPA document does not
"Encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality of the human environment."

40 CFR 1502.21 because the information you incorporate by reference is not "reasonably available for inspection
by potentially interested persons within the time allowed for comment."

40 CFR 1500.2(b) because your attempt to "reduce paperwork and the accumulation of extraneous background
data" has hidden important information which provides "evidence that agencies have made the necessary
environmental analyses."

40 CFR 1501.2 (b) because since some of the information is hardcopy at the district, the environmental effects
and values are not described in "adequate detail in the NEPA document so they can be compared to economic
and technical analyses."

40 CFR 1506.6 (a) because you have not made "diligent efforts to involve the public in preparing and
implementing their NEPA procedures."

40 CFR 1506.6 (b) because you have not provided "persons and agencies who may be interested or affected’
public notice that the complete NEPA document is not available hardcopy or online and they must travel to Santa
Fe to examine it.

Supervisor Cress, Best Science

Tells us that Implementing the

No Action Alternative

will not Result in High-Intensity,
Uncharacteristic Wildfire as you Claim.

Supervisor Cress, you don't really believe everything will be destroyed by fire if its not logged do you?

Did you read this before you sent it to the public? This is so pathetic it's laughable.

Here are some quotes from the EA that deceive the public into thinking it will all burn of its not logged.

3.2 Vegetation Communities

"The risk of fire with uncharacteristic fire severity and intensity would continue to increase within the project

area." (pg 63)

3.3 Fire and Fuels
"The risk of fire with uncharacteristic fire severity and intensity would continue to increase within the project
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area." (pg 82)

3.4 Threatened and Endangered Species
"In addition, the biggest threat to the MSO has been identified as catastrophic wildfire, and this would remain a
major threat to the species under the No Action Alternative." (pg 93)

3.5 Flora and Fauna

"Wildfire risk would continue to increase over time (see Section 3.3) with the consequence that large areas of
suitable habitat for wildlife species could burn at high severity during a wildfire, rendering the habitat unsuitable,
both short-term and well into the future." (pg 110)

3.6 Watersheds and Hydrology

"Consequently, the risk of uncharacteristic fire intensity would also continue to increase. As forest characteristics
move away from desired conditions, and the risk of high-intensity wildfire increases, watershed function and the
ability to provide water to plants, animals, and humans during drought (and climate change) are threatened." (pg
126)

3.8 Air Quality and Climate
"Under the No Action Alternative, the SFMLRP area would remain at risk of sustaining damaging, widespread
wildfires." (pg 149)

3.9 Recreation
"Long-term adverse impacts to recreation under the No Action Alternative, would be likely due to the increased
chance of catastrophic fire which could affect most of the trails in the area.” (pg 159)

3.11 Heritage Resources
"Indirect effects of the No Action Alternative include an expected continuing buildup of fuels, which would lead to
an increased risk of high-intensity wildfire behavior." (pg 180)

3.12 Tribal and Traditional Use
"Without the landscape-scale treatments, TCPs, sacred sites, and traditional use areas within the project area
would continue to be at risk of experiencing an uncharacteristically severe wildfire." (pg 185)

3.13 Range Resources
"the risk of high severity wildfire would persist." (pg 191)

3.14 Inventoried Roadless Areas
"The risk of uncharacteristic fire severity would continue to increase within the project area." (pgs 200 and 201)

It's sad that intelligent people could all be convinced to parrot the USFS irresponsible claim that the forest and its
resources will be destroyed by fire unless it's logged.

My next suggestion will frighten you. Please dwell on the science contained in the Opposing Views Science
Attachment #3 and #15. Indeed, it's highly unlikely that the USFS and hundreds of independent scientists can

both be right. Here's an example of what you will find:

Oversight Hearing "Exploring Solutions to Reduce Risks of Catastrophic Wildfire and Improve Resilience of
National Forests"

"As a scientist, | have published in peer-reviewed journals on fire ecology and climate change, | am on the
editorial board of several leading journals and encyclopedias, and | have been on the faculty of Oregon State
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University and Southern Oregon University. A recent book | co-authored with 28 other scientists outlined the
ecological importance of mixed-severity fires in maintaining fire-resilient ecosystems, including ways to coexist
with wildfire (DellaSala and Hanson 2015)." (pg 1)

"In my testimony today, | will discuss how proposals that call for increased logging and decreased environmental
review in response to wildfires and insect outbreaks are not science driven, in many cases may make problems
worse, and will not stem rising wildfire suppression costs." (pg 1)

Testimony of Dr. Dominick A. DellaSala

Chief Scientist, Geos Institute, Ashland Oregon

Before the U.S. House of Representatives Natural Resources Committee, Subcommittee on Oversight and
Investigations, September 27, 2017
https://docs.house.gov/meetings/11/1115/20170927/106439/HHRG-115-1115-Wstate-DellaSalaD-20170927.pdf

| suggest you learn how fire benefits many natural resources by also reading Opposing Views Science
Attachment #8.

Request for changes to be made to the final NEPA document: Assure your claim that selection of the No Action
alternative will result in fire destroying resources are supported by "best science" peer-reviewed literature
authored by scientists not associated with the USFS who are experts.

Failure to do so will violate:

40 CFR 81506.1 (a)(2) because you took action to "Limit the choice of reasonable alternatives."

40 CFR § 1500.1(b) because you did not propose actions that would protect, restore, and enhance the
environment by complying with "best science" authored by independent scientists.

5 CFR 2635.101(a) because your untrue statements to the public indicate you do not "respect and adhere to the
principles of ethical conduct" and gives the public reasons to not "have complete confidence in the integrity of the
Federal Government."”

Supervisor Cress, you will Wake Up
each Morning Wondering why you
Propose to Apply a carcinogen to Public
Land. You justify your actions by
mindlessly Spouting

Monsanto propaganda.

At page 38 you indicate you will apply a herbicide containing the chemical glyphosate.

On a Weekly Basis the News Media Publishes
Several Articles that Describe the Dangers of
Glyphosate. Here are a few of the Latest Ones.

Quote below from Consumer Groups Urge Lowe's and Home Depot to Stop Sale of Cancer Causing Roundup
Weedkiller

Published by Sustainable Pulse, Sep 7 2021
https://sustainablepulse.com/2021/09/07/consumer-groups-urge-lowes-and-home-depot-to-stop-sale-of-cancer-
causing-roundup-
weedkiller/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=glyphosate_gmos_and_pesticides_we
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ekly_global_news_bulletin&utm_term=2021-09-10#.YTvIUVVKh70

Excerpts:

"124 consumer, health and environmental groups sent letters in late August calling on Lowe's and Home Depot

to immediately end the sale of Roundup following Bayer's recent decision to remove cancer-causing glyphosate
from weedkiller Roundup by 2023 for the U.S. consumer market. Urging that the health of people and pollinators
can't wait, the groups contend that unless major home and garden retailers act now, consumers will continue to

use and be exposed to glyphosate via Roundup for the next two years."

"In light of Bayer's announcement, Home Depot and Lowe's have no reason to wait until 2023 to end the sales of
Roundup and other toxic glyphosate-based herbicides," said Rebecca Spector, west coast director for the Center
for Food Safety. "It's time for these major retailers to demonstrate bold leadership that prioritizes environmental
stewardship and human health over short-term profits resulting from continued sales of these harmful products.
Our pollinators cannot wait two more years, and as consumers, we deserve better, now."

Quote below from Breakfast at Monsanto's Sheds Light on Health Dangers of World's Most Used Weedkiller:
Exclusive Interview

Published by Sustainable Pulse, August 30, 2021
https://sustainablepulse.com/2021/08/30/breakfast-at-monsanto-sheds-light-on-health-dangers-of-worlds-most-
used-weedkiller-sustainable-pulse-exclusive-
interview/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=glyphosate_gmos_and_pesticides_wee
kly_global_news_bulletin&utm_term=2021-09-03#.YTQXO7BKils

Excerpts:

"Sustainable Pulse interview with Lee A. Evslin, M.D., author of the new eye-opening book Breakfast at
Monsanto's and board-certified pediatrician and Fellow in the American Academy of Pediatrics."

"In 2014, | was invited to join a Hawai'i state-sponsored fact-finding task force. We were asked to examine the
possible health and environmental consequences of the intensive pesticide spraying on Kaua'i. The committee
met extensively over a period of 14 months. | became deeply concerned by the disconnect between what the
chemical companies were saying about the safety of their products and the dangers that were so clearly
demonstrated in the medical and scientific literature. Two pesticides particularly drew my attention. They were
the toxic insecticide, chlorpyrifos, and the herbicide, Roundup. After the task force concluded its review and
published recommendations, | continued my research and legislative activism. Hawai'i became the first state in
the union to ban chlorpyrifos and my Roundup research turned into this short book."

Quote below from Glyphosate Fact Sheet: Cancer and Other Health Concerns
Published by US Right to Know,

Posted on August 23, 2021 by Stacy Malkan
https://usrtk.org/pesticides/glyphosate-health-concerns/

Excerpts:
"Regulators in Europe and the United States, Canada and elsewhere have repeatedly affirmed the corporate
assertions of glyphosate safety. In coming to determinations about safety these regulators have relied in part on

tests that are conducted by or for the companies that have not been published or peer reviewed.

The corporate studies have long been kept secret, even by regulators. But in Europe, litigation by a group of
European Parliament lawmakers led to the release of dozens of such studies. More than 50 of those corporate
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studies were analyzed in 2021 by two independent scientists - Armen Nersesyan and Siegfried Knasmueller,
both from the Institute of Cancer Research, Department of Medicine at the Medical University of Vienna.

The goal of the analysis was to determine if the industry studies examined comply with current international
guidelines for chemical testing.

The resulting analysis was released July 2, 2021 and concluded that the bulk of the industry studies were
outdated and did not meet current guidelines. An array of shortcomings and flaws were found in the studies,
rendering most of them unreliable, according to the analysis."

Quote below from Supreme Court Hearing Likely as ‘Reckless' Bayer Loses Third Appeal Over Glyphosate Use
Published by Common Dreams, August 10, 2021
https://www.commondreams.org/news/2021/08/10/supreme-court-hearing-likely-reckless-bayer-loses-third-
appeal-over-glyphosate-
use?utm_term=A0&utm_campaign=Daily%20Newsletter&utm_content=email&utm_source=Daily%20Newsletter
&utm_medium=Email

Excerpt:

"The Pilliods provided "substantial evidence from which the jury could infer that Monsanto acted with willful
disregard for the safety of others," the 1st Appellate District in the Court of Appeal for California ruled.
"Monsanto's conduct evidenced reckless disregard of the health and safety of the multitude of unsuspecting
consumers it kept in the dark. This was not an isolated incident; Monsanto's conduct involved repeated actions

over a period of many years motivated by the desire for sales and profit.

Quote below from US EPA Buried Internal Report Linking Glyphosate to Non-Hodgkin's Lymphoma

Published by Sustainable Pulse, August 2, 2021
https://sustainablepulse.com/2021/08/02/us-epa-buried-internal-report-linking-glyphosate-to-non-hodgkins-
lymphoma/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=glyphosate_gmos_and_pesticides_we
ekly_global_news_bulletin&utm_term=2021-08-06#.YQ1WdhRKils

Excerpts:

"A newly uncovered confidential U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) report found "suggestive evidence"
linking glyphosate to Non-Hodgkin's lymphoma, a determination that goes against the agency's long-held public
regulatory stance that glyphosate is not a carcinogen."

"Why would the agency charged with protecting public health and the environment go against its own science
and allow a probable carcinogen like glyphosate to remain in use? According to Intercept journalist Sharon
Lerner, agrichemical industry g