SAR - DEIS - Appendix H - No Action

Comment# Comment

0028145-001

0026706-002

0026713-002

0026715-002

0026716-002

0026722-001

0027009-002

| am 8 years old, | love to go berry picking, fishing, Sledding, and
Snowmobiling in the Chugach. Please tell me why you want to keep me from
doing some of my favorite things. | do not want you to change anything.

| do not want more restrictions.

| would suggest the use of the no action alternative.

The no action alternative is my choice

Use the 'no action alternative'

Use the no action alternative

No additional areas should be closed to snow machines than the no action alternative. The areas currently open
to snow machines are heavily used. There are already numerous areas closed to snowmachines for
non-motorized uses. If anything more areas should be open to snowmachines in the preferred alternative, not
less. Non-motorized uses can use any area, they are not restricted and already have the prime areas with
highway access and packing. The preferred alternative must be

changed to open more areas to snow machines, at least as many areas as the no-action Alternative.

| support the no action plan with a slight modification, and that would be to create new access for all user
groups to all areas. There is no reason that any one group should be excluded or in this case further limited to
the use of the forest. (ie Snowmachines) It was stated by your own people 'This is public land' and the last time
| looked all

Americans were members of the public thereby owners of the land and should be entitled to use it. Any further
restrictions would be wrong.
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Comment# Comment

0029059-005

0029399-001

0029465-001

0035100-001

0035105-001

0034193-001

0034413-001

0034775-001

Comment #4: | oppose the revised CLMP plan and DEIS, | support the No Action
Alternative.

| support the no-action alternative and ask that you withhold publication of a record of decision on this plan until
the following items are corrected:

| support the No-Action Alternative and ask that publication of a record of decision be withheld until such a time
as the following items are corrected;

We do not need any change at all the existing forest plan has worked very well.

The data and information that has been brought to our attention is very old in accurate and does not show the
true picture of what is happening locally.

We do not need any change at all the existing forest plan has worked
very well.

To: r10_chugach_revision@fs.fed.us
cc:
Subject: revised forest plan

| think we should leave the forest plan the way it is know.

| support the No-Action Alternative and ask that
you withhold publication of a record of decision on this plan until the
following items are corrected.

1.1 oppose the revised Chugach Land and Resource Management Plan (CLMP) and Draft EIS, | support the
No-Action Alternative and ask that you withhold publication of a record of decision on this plan until the following
items are corrected. We will have a new President shortly and that President should have the opportunity to
review

the CLMP.
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Comment# Comment

0034788-001 | oppose the revised Chugach Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft
EIS. | SUPPORT the No-Action Alternative and ask that you withhold
publication of a record of decision on this plan until and unless all of
the items brought forward are properly addressed. Issues like in-land
and adjacent private lands access, reasonable alternatives to the DEIS,
and insufficient minerals evaluation, the mandate for 'multiple use',
guidelines for sustainable management for timber harvest and the absence
of an allowable sale quantity (ASQ) for forest management through timber
harvest and important to me and the rest of America.

0034837-001

1. | support the No-Action Alternative and ask that you withhold
publication of a record of decision on this plan until the following items
are corrected.

0034859-001 . | believe that the
Forest Service should keep managing the forest like they have in the past, keep it fair and accessible to
everyone.

The National Forest is the last public lands that is accessible to everyone. There are enough Parks
and Wilderness areas already available that cater to the select few. Adding more areas for the special
interest groups to enforce their 'rights' on everyone is not needed. The 'Quiet Rights Group's' are not
cut from any locations they are not limited to certain times of the year. The motorized user's, however,
are. The restrictions in place for the motorized user's has worked very well so far. But by closing the
forest all together for the motorized user's will restrict the 'rights' of this group from enjoying the forest in
their way.

The position that the Quiet Rights Group's has taken is like the cow in the middle of a lush green field
who's only passion is in acquiring the grass on the other side of the fence. | have yet to come across a
motorized group who has tried to impose rules to keep other types of groups, (skiers, etc.) out of an area.
| would ask you to please keep in mind that there are all types of groups that like to use the National
Forest. Excluding one group for the benefit of another who can't even get back to the areas they wish to
exclude motorized users from is discrimination.

| would like to ask that you please be fair to everyone when making further rules for the National Forest.
0034897-001

We strongly oppose the revised CLMP and Draft EIS. We support the
No-Action Alternative and ask that you withhold publication of a Record
of Decision on this plan until the following items are corrected:

0034898-001 This letter serves as the public comments on
the revised Chugach Land and Resource Management Plan (CLMP) for each
and every member of my family.

We strongly oppose the revised CLMP and Draft EIS. We support the
No-Action Alternative and ask that you withhold publication of a Record
of Decision on this plan until the following items are corrected:

0034904-001 We support the No-Action Alternative and ask that you
withhold publication of a record of decision on this plan until the
following items are corrected.
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Comment# Comment

0034926-001

0034928-004

0034939-001

0034945-001

0035159-001

0035162-002

0035167-003

0035167-004

0035200-003

1. | oppose the revised Chugach Land and Resource Management Plan (CLMP) and
Draft EIS; | support the No-Action Alternative and ask that you withhold

publication of a record of decision on this plan until the following items

are corrected.

| oppose the revised Chugach Land and Resource Management Plan (CLMP) and Draft
EIS. | support the No-Action Alternative and ask that you withhold publication of a record
of decision on this plan until the following items are corrected.

First, we are invited to a meeting in which our ideas and input will be
considered and acted upon in order to have a plan that we, the user group,
can accept. One of the first sentences out of the Foresters mouth was 'you
can comment in favor of the NO Action Plan, but, it won't happen. No action is
not an option, nor is Alternative A, so your comments would be more
constructive if used on the Preferred Plan.

| do not want you to change
anything. | do not want more restrictions.

| prefer the no action plan - with improvements to [lllegible] areas.

The no action
alternative in best.

The DEIS is extremely environmental / preservation oriented. The drastic
restrictions proposed are not supported by adequate studies, data, or
reasoning. | do not see why the Chugach can not be further managed in
its current state rather than further restricted. | see no reason or

cause for such a drastic DEIS change. 1) No scientific studies i.e:
reduced noise

The DEIS is extremely environmental / preservation oriented. The drastic
restrictions proposed are not supported by adequate studies, data, or
reasoning. | do not see why the Chugach can not be further managed in
its current state rather than further restricted. | see no reason or

cause for such a drastic DEIS change. 1) No scientific studies i.e:
Brown Bear.

If it aren't broke don't tamper with it; refuse comments from groups
outside of Alaska.
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Comment# Comment

0035200-004 If it aren't broke don't tamper with it; refuse comments from groups
outside of Alaska.

0035212-002 | feel your DEIS proposed restrictions are not supported by adequate
studies data or reasoning. The Chugach could certainly be managed in the
future as at the present time - No further restrictions.

0035302-001

We do not need any change at all the existing forest plan has worked
very well.

0035309-001

We do not need any change at all the existing forest plan has worked very
well.

The data and information that has been brought to our attention is very

old in [lllegible] and does not show the true picture of what is happening
locally.
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Comment# Comment

0035639-001
If an alternative has to be chosen; we support 'Alternative A, as the first choice, and
'Alternative 1 - No Action," as second choice.

-- First, many of the locations you are restricting snowmobile access to already have
time-share restrictions of at least two months due to the fact that other lighter users
can be on the snow earlier and later in the season then snowmobilers can.

-- When you have a snow year like this season (lack of snow) and you use the
time-share method, if it is the turn of the snowmobiler to use an area, the snowmobiler
misses its turn for that area.

-- Restricting snowmobiling to fewer areas is not to the betterment of the environment;
you are only making congestion in areas that ARE open, creating more complaints
from ALL users (including the snowmobiler) in the open area. It's not any fun, and
it's not safe.

-- Closing areas to snowmobiling that are 10 miles from a parking area is useless,
because other users can't go that far.

-- When one of your representatives states that ‘one (1) comment from a
non-snowmobile user can cause an area to be closed,' this tells be that the needs of
the entire public are not being met.

-- Please do not close: Seattle Creek, 20 Mile River, Skookum Glacier, Lost Lake,
Resurrection River Trail, Resurrection Pass, Snow River, Wolverine Glacier, Devils
Pass Trail, and last, no snowmobile closures is the 'Preferred Alternative.'

-- Turnagain Pass is already closed too early in the season. Instead of moving back
the closure date, the date should be moved to mid April. In March and April, the
several-feet-deep snow pack is much more stable reducing avalanche danger and
provides the best snowmobile riding conditions.

-- A comment made by one of your representatives at the Anchorage Snowmobile
Club (ASC) monthly meeting was for snowmobile users to work with the forest
service in resolving user conflicts by upgrading or improving access areas as well as
trails. The ASC, since its inception, has strived to accomplish just this by working
with Chugach State Park, and it and its members would encourage this cooperation
with the CNF, given the opportunity.

In closing, we encourage the CNF to work with the Alaska State Snowmobile
Association and the Anchorage Snowmobile Club to come up with a Plan that
snowmobilers can live with and not feel like they've been closed out again.

0035641-001 Re: Support for NO Action Alternative

As a life-long Alaskan resident and user of the Chugach Forest, |
want the forest to be user friendly and allow multiple uses.

| was proud of the way the forest allowed for mining, timber, snow
machining, etc. Now it looks like our freedoms and way of life are
going to be squashed by people who do not even live in Alaska.

It is time to take a stand, freedoms from outside influence and

local control are important. Stand-up and support the NO-ACTION
ALTERNATIVE.
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Comment# Comment

0035816-001

The Tatitlek Corporation opposes the revised Chugach Land and Resource Management
Plan (CLMP) and Draft EIS. We support the No-Action Alternative and ask that you
withhold publication of a record of decision on this plan until the following items are
corrected.

0035900-004
This plan must be rejected, and new alternatives for multiple use must be developed. | can only support the No
Action Alternative. The American people are entitled to evaluate reasonable multiple use alternatives for
managing our National Forests, and not a one-sided policy of preservation.

0035914-001
| support the No-Action Alternative and ask that you
withhold publication of a record of decision on this plan until the
following items are corrected...

A. The planning process and the proposed Plan have been
illegally biased due to the declared intent of maintaining the ‘'wild
character' of the Forest. Such a process with a predetermined
conclusion is arbitrary
and capricious.

B. The proposed CLMP does not meet the Forest Service's mandate for
multiple use, nor does it reflect the 'best combination of uses.'

C. The minerals evaluation is insufficient with most of the data
dating from the 1930s.

D. Lands outside the Wilderness Study Area were studied and
recommended for 'Wilderness' designation. Lands already designated
501(b) by Congress were recommended for ‘Wilderness.' Such studies and
recommendations violate the 'no-more’ clause of ANILCA.

E. There is no analysis of the impacts 'Wilderness' designations
would have on access to private inholdings, adjacent private lands, or
potentially developable land within the forest.

F. The DEIS does not include a reasonable range of alternatives and
a realistic combination of uses. The public is asked to comment on what
amounts to varying degrees of preservation.

G. Recommendations for 'Wilderness' and Wild & Scenic Rivers
severely limit access to private in-holdings and adjacent private lands.

H. The needs of disabled and older Americans have been neglected with
likely 95% of the Forest inaccessible to these groups.

Again - | oppose the revised Chugach Land and Resource Management Plan
(CLMP) and Draft EIS.

| support the No-Action Alternative and ask that you withhold

publication of a record of decision on this plan until the above items
are corrected...
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Comment# Comment

0036195-001

| am writing this letter in regards to the Chugach Forest proposed plan. | would
like to encourage you to leave the plan the way it is now.

0036317-002
| would only support the ‘No Action Alternative Plan' unless you can provide some type on specific scientific
studies that prove that a problem exists that can only be resolved by restricting usage of our National Forests.

0036318-001

First, we are invited to a meeting in which our ideas and input will be
considered and acted upon in order to have a plan that we, the user group,
can accept. One of the first sentences out of the Foresters mouth was 'you
can comment in favor of the NO Action Plan, but, it won't happen. No action is
not an option, nor is Alternative A, so your comments would be more
constructive if used on the Preferred Plan.

0036324-009
Comment #4: | oppose the revised CLMP plan and DEIS, | support the No Action
Alternative.

0036611-001

| oppose the revised Chugach Land and Resource Management Plan (CLMP)
and Draft EIS, | support the No-Action Alternative and ask that you

withhold publication of a record of decision on this plan until the

following items are corrected...
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