
SAR - Geographic Descriptions

Comment # Comment

I am writing concerning the Forest Service lands surrounding Valdez
designated, P2444, P318, and P335.

I think it is in the public's best interest to continue to allow
motorized recreation in these areas. It is the only way to reach
these wild places and without motorized access, no one will be able
to use these mountains at all.  I believe our lands only
deserve protection but I feel banning mechanized access goes to far.

 Please don't ban this access it
will only hurt the people who live in this area, and take away
valuable recreation space.

0022563-001

I have just reviewed the map of the CLMP Preferred Alternative Working Draft and I
wanted to give you some site specific comments on the Spencer Area of the Placer River
Valley at about milepost 54 of the Alaska Railroad.

Comment #1: The Spencer pit and quarry sites are classified as 'Back Country
Motorized Prescription'. This appears to be an oversight, because although material
sites may be conditionally approved under the prescription, the Standards and Guidelines
for the prescription imply that the mineral material sites in this prescription will be
kept small and will be only developed to support trail or recreation facility development.

In 1997 the Forest Supervisor requested the withdrawal of 600 acres of the site from
mineral entry 'in order to make high quality rock and gravel materials available to
nearby communities for private and public works projects.' The intent of the mineral
withdrawal was to make the mineral materials available for export on the Alaska
Railroad in large quantities under a long term material contract. The Spencer material
source is important for regional projects throughout South Central Alaska and the rail
corridor. The 'Back Country Motorized Prescription' appears to be in conflict with
this goal and the rationale for the mineral withdrawal.

I request that you reconsider this prescription for the material site area and instead
recommend the 'Resource Development Management Area Prescription.' The
resource development designation is in accordance with the rationale for the mineral
withdrawal, and will facilitate the development of this important mineral resource,
There do not appear to be any areas in the CLMP Forest Plan which have received the
' Resource Development Management Area Prescription', but Spencer is an
ideal candidate for that designation. The area is compact and has large proven reserves.

This would help the National Forest System fulfill its role as a multiple use resource
area that provides key resources for the benefit of the public. The forest contains
abundant public recreation opportunities, however areas with proven mineral potential
are very site specific and should be conserved for that use until the resource is depleted.

0021020-001
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Comment #2: The map of the Preferred Draft Alternative shows a symbol for a
' developed recreation complex' in the Spencer area. At the scale of the map it is
not possible to precisely locate the proposed site, however appears to be in the vicinity
of the Spencer material site and our mining claims. I do not think this is an appropriate
site for a 'developed recreation complex' for several reasons including the following:
* Designating a recreation site introduces a new activity at the site that is incompatible
with mining the resources at the site, and Forest Service's rationale for the mineral
withdrawal of 1997.

* There is no developed public access to the site except by railroad, and the railroad
right-of-way is an illegal and unsafe access for hikers. The Alaska railroad discourages
foot traffic along the railroad right-of-way, yet that is the only pedestrian access to the
proposed site. After reaching the site, there are no hiking traits for recreationists to
use.

* The Turnagain Pass area with its developed road access and proximity to treeline and
hiking trails offers a vastly superior site for a developed recreation complex for both
summer and winter use. A Turnagain Pass site would be much easier to develop and
maintain than a remote area such as, Spencer and it does not have a conflict with the
Alaska Railroad or mining activities. The Forest Service proposed development at
Turnagain Pass for recreational activities a number of years ago, yet it does not show on
the map of the Preferred Alternative for some reason.

0021020-002

I have been snowmachine for 21 years and the last: six years I have been going to lost lake, using all three 
trails. In the last six years I have only seen a total of 10 hikers using the trail in winter. When I came across the 
hikers, we both gave each other room to safely let each other pass and there was no problem. I think that all 
the users should be able to get along and share Lost lake trails and Lost lake.

0021608-006

Place the area north of Jack Bay (units P 198 & P 222) in back country non - motorized prescription.

These two units have high [Illegible] populations & need some protection from winter Heli skiing operations.

0021788-001

Remove units C087, C109, C143 and C147 from ANILCA 5016b) recommended wilderness & leave them in 501 
(b) - 3 designation or 501 (b) - 2.  Restricted access to these areas could increase effort in other open areas by 
hunters & guides, creating conflicts among users.

0021789-001

        Thanks for taking the time to speak with me last week about land management in the Jack Bay
area. 
 As you must be aware, for
all other types of users other than those actually inside the helicopter, not having helicopters directly
overhead is a real relief! But having helicopters cruising the ridges above, with their industrial droning in the
background is also a serious detraction from qualities that are exemplified by the Chugach National Forest:
spectacular natural scenery, a sense the power and supremacy of the natural world, unharassed wildlife, and
the simple pleasure of peace and quiet.

0021814-001
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 I was, however, disappointed to learn at the
public meeting in Soldotna on November 17 that the District Ranger is not recommending a
single acre of the Chugach Forest portion of the Kenai River watershed for wilderness
consideration,
2. The Upper and Lower Russian Lakes and the Russian River are exceptionally productive aquatic habitats.In 
view of the importance of this watershed to the river's recreational fishery and as brown bear habitat, I would like 
to suggest that units K 233, K 234 and K 235 be considered for wilderness protection to prevent undesirable 
habitat alterations from incompatible uses.

0021949-001

The headwaters of several Chickaloon River tributaries are
located on the Chugach National Forest. Your plan has these headwater tributaries listed as 'back country 
prescription'. I would like to suggest that your agency consider giving these
tributary streams greater protection from habitat degradation. The units of concern are K 320, K
321, K 322, K 323, K 324, K 325, K 326 and K 327.

0021949-002
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    1.    Change Units P200, P201, P202, P204 and P285, which are units adjacent to or
          near the State Park in Sawmill Bay from backcountry motorized prescription to
          backcountry non-motorized:

  Reasons:

    a.    Sawmill Bay is a small cirque-type fjord with productive estuaries and very steep
hillsides. Both the estuaries and hillsides are unsuitable for ATV/ORVs from the standpoint of
operator safety and impact on the environment.

    b.    The amphitheater configuration currently amplifies noise from helicopters
transiting the area. Noise from helicopters landing would be louder and more resonating than

normal because of the Bay's geological configuration. This would have an adverse impact on
campers, kayakers, boaters and other users of the State Park and Sawmill Bay anchorage.

    c.    Currently, helicopters fly over the estuaries, up the streams, and along the hillsides
disturbing nesting and migratory birds, bears, and mountain goats. Permitting helicopter landings
in the area would increase the disturbance to wildlife, could negatively impact their numbers and
would reduce wildlife watching and hunting opportunities for non-motorized users. Both wildlife
watching and hunting are existing uses enjoyed by local residents and visitors.

    d.    While there is ample land available for helicopter supported hiking and sightseeing
landings around Valdez on non-forested lands, anchorages are extremely limited. The anchorage
in Sawmill Bay is the only good anchorage on the western side of Valdez Arm between Valdez
and Emerald Cove in Columbia Bay (35 miles). Shoup Bay provides marginal anchoring in very
deep water. Boaters expect quiet. Current helicopter fly-overs provide a significant level of
disturbance. The noise from routine helicopter landings around and above Sawmill Bay would
severely impact the quality of the boating experience for Valdez residents who do not have the
time or size boat to travel further away from town. Since other alternatives are available for
heli-hiking/sightseeing, this area should be changed to non-motorized
backcountry to provide a quality experience for boaters, campers and
kayakers for whom alternative destinations are non-existent or very
limited.

    e.    Commercial lodges are not appropriate in the small confines of Sawmill Bay. Too
many visitors would reduce the quality of the experience for local users and visitors who want a
back-country experience.

    f.    Many kayakers (commercial and recreational) and others using small boats travel
between Valdez and Columbia Glacier following the western shoreline of Port Valdez. Camping
spots are limited to the 12 and 17 mile beaches. These would also be the only places suitable for
ORV/ATVs.  ORV/ATVs running up and down the beaches would destroy beach vegetation and
groundnesting sites. Noise from ORV/ATVs and accompanying visual degradation of the area
would adversely affect the experiences of kayakers and campers who have no alternative sites at
which to camp along this stretch. Therefore, these units should be changed from backcountry
motorized to backcountry non-motorized.

    g.    Helicopter landings for heli-hiking or sightseeing should not be permitted in the
units along the westernside of Port Valdez because of the impact of noise on existing users and
wildlife, especially the mountain goats. There are alternative places for heli-hiking and sightseeing
closer to Valdez.

0022285-001
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  3.    Knight Island. Units P388, P392, P406-409, P412; Change the prescription from
backcountry non-motorized to wilderness.

    a.    Citizens appearing before the Valdez State Parks Advisory Board have
consistently recommended that Chugach National Forest lands on Knight Island receive formal
classification as Wilderness. The board has supported this in former testimony and continues to
do so.

    b.    Knight Island, which is a geologically unique and outstandingly beautiful ophiolite
structure, provides local residents, visitors, and commercial guides and outfitters with a
wilderness quality destination. The rugged terrain visually conceals the presence of other users
providing a strong sense of solitude and unique opportunities to enjoy quiet activities. Although
historically the island has had numerous mining claims, even avid and professional claim-hunters
have difficulty locating the sites which decades of moss have covered. Thus, these units are now
free from man-made structures. The few remaining structures, such as at Drier Bay, have historic
interest consistent with a wilderness designation.

    c.    Long Passage. Unites P406-409, is an especially beautiful, protected passageway,
popular with boaters, campers and kayakers. Its high scenic and recreational value makes it a
prime area for wilderness classification.

    d.    The Valdez State Parks Advisory Board has consistently testified in favor of
lodges on private lands and not on Chugach National Forest lands. Although lodges would not be
permitted under a backcountry non-motorized prescription, future forest supervisors could change
the prescription to allow lodge development. Wilderness classification would eliminate the risk
the future forest supervisors might permit lodges.

0022285-003

   4.    Head of Fidalgo/Gravina:  Units P318, P325, P244, P335.

    a.    For this area the board makes recommendations to split the prescriptions in this
area. For the area below 1800 feet in elevation the board recommends a change from
backcountry non-motorized to wilderness. Testimony of local users of this area showed that there
was excellent opportunities for fishing and hunting in these areas. All areas contained prolific
salmon spawning streams. This results in a large accumulation of wildlife in these drainages.
Bear Trap Bay is a popular destination for local residents and visitors who enjoy fishing, flyfishing
and hunting. Wilderness designation would control the number of visitors, thus protecting the
habitat for fish and wildlife providing high quality experience for local residents and tourists.

    b.    The scenic value of these rugged areas is invaluable. The transition from
metamorphic shale to austere mountains of granite in Bear Trap Bay is quite scenic and
impressive.

    c.    Although backcountry non-motorized designation provides temporary protection
for fish and wildlife resources here, wilderness status for these areas would provide even greater
habitat protection since a change in land management prescription would take an act of Congress
rather than that of a forest supervisor. There is concern that under future land management plans
logging or tourism development such as lodges might be permitted which would have an adverse
effect on both fishing and wildlife resources and local residents' ability to use and enjoy them.
The main input from the public and board comments concern protection of this wildlife habitat is
of utmost concern.

    d.    On the other hand, above the treeline which runs at 1600 to 1800 feet, there is
little more than rock, snow and ice. The board wishes to see this area above 1800 feet in these
units placed in a backcountry motorized for winter. There is much testimony from local residents
concerning their snowmachine use of this area and much testimony regarding the heli-ski potential
in this area. Winter motorized use of this area would have little or no impact on the critical
habitat located below the 1800 foot area.

    e.    This recommendation is an aptly crafted compromise which maximizes the overall
use of these areas, yet protects critical habitat areas of the fish and game in these areas.

0022285-004
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I was concerned in hearing that in the preferred alternative of Chugach
Forest Plan all of Knight Island was not considered for wilderness
Designation.  The potential for future economical, environmental mining is
appears weak despite the old claims, and the potential for recreation and
nearshore wilderness habitat great for that entire island.  The
convoluted shoreline of that island has historically been important
foraging habitat for transient killer whales (discussed in an accepted,
to be published Marine Mammal Science paper).  Of all regions in the
Sound I think the importance of the Knight Island shoreline and nearshore
for future wilderness recreation is unparalleled, in addition to the
importance of the area for killer whales.  Please do whatever possible to
insure wilderness designation for all of Knight Island.

0026518-001

 I strongly recommend that the entire Jackpot watershed be
designated as 'back country' with no commercial helicopter landing.
 Helicopters in part of Jack Bay
essentially reduces the appeal of the entire area to non motorized
users such as fishermen, hunters, hikers, kayakers,   skiers and pleasure
boaters. When one looks at state and federal lands combined in the
Valdez area, there are very few places where the public can enjoy these
traditional non motorized recreation and subsistence pursuits without
competing with snow machines and helicopters. Jack Bay has been a quiet
haven, and I think should continue as such!

0026528-001

   I am concerned about the proposed road corridor established along
Mile 14 of the Seward Highway to the headwaters of Snow River South
Fork and beyond toward Port Nellie Juan in Prince William Sound. The
Snow River South Fork should be designated 'Wild'. Wilderness
designation should extend to these watershed parcel numbers:  P593, P522,
P536, K279.

0026661-007

Monday, April 23, 2001 Page 6 of 34



Comment # Comment

Sawmill Bay:
Areas P200, P201, P202, P203, P204 and P285.

The above areas surrounding Sawmill Bay State Marine Park should be designated
Recommended Wilderness or Primitive.
By designating these areas as Recommended Wilderness or Primitive, it would provide
them with the same level of protection as that found on the adjacent lands bordering the
Columbia Glacier.
Jack Bay State Marine Park:

Areas P222, P224, P225, P226, P228, P230, P233, and P204

The above areas surrounding Jack Bay State Marine Park should be designated
Recommended Wilderness or Primitive.

 
By designating these areas as Recommended Wilderness or Primitive, it would provide
them with an additional level of protection for future generations to enjoy.

The Jack Bay State Marine Park and associated estuaries have a history of
non-motorized activities; therefore these areas should remain non-motorized.

Port Fidalgo and Port Gravina:

Areas P244, P318 P248, P325, P336, P335, P338, and P335.

The above areas surrounding Port Fidalgo and Port Gravina should be designated
Recommended Wilderness or Primitive.

. These areas deserve the maximum
habitat protection available. This protection is especially desirable for the salmon
spawning streams in these areas.

By designating these areas as Recommended Wilderness or Primitive, it would provide
them with an additional level of protection for future generations to enjoy.

The Port Fidalgo and Port Gravina areas and associated estuaries have a history of
non-motorized activities; therefore these areas should remain non-motorized.

The areas surrounding Bear Trap Bay deserve the maximum amount of habitat
protection available.  The opportunities for
fishing, hunting, and photography would be severely hampered by motorized activities.

Montague Island:

Areas P504, P506, P507, P509, P513, P526, P584, P583, P517 and P520

The above mentioned areas on Montague Island should be designated Recommended
Wilderness or Primitive.

This island deserves the maximum habitat protection available. This protection is
especially necessary for the salmon spawning streams in these areas.

. The noise and pollution generated by motorized

0026669-001
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vehicles would be detrimental to Montague Island.

 Consequently,
Montague Island needs additional protection from these types of contaminants.
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        1.  Planning Units P200, P201, P204, and P585 should be changed from
            Backcountry motorized to Backcountry non-motorized.

        2.  Planning Units P244, P318, P325, and P335 above 1,800 feet elevation
            should be changed from Backcountry non-motorized to Backcountry
            motorized (winter only).

        3.  Planning Units P244, P318, P325, and P335 below 1,800 feet should be
            changed from Backcountry non-motorized to Wilderness.

        4.  The Glacier Island lodge site should not be permitted on federal lands.

        5.  Planning Units P388, P392, P406-409, and P412 should be changed from
            Backcountry non-motorized to Wilderness.

        6.  Motorized vehicles should be allowed on all lands below mean high, high
            water, or the wetted perimeter.

The City further supports the designations in the Thompson Pass, Marshall Pass, and the
Tasnuna Valley areas that allow for Backcountry winter motorized. The City of Valdez
and its residents have spent countless hours and the City has contributed over $100,000 to
the development of the backcountry ski industry in these areas.

I am enclosing a copy of City of Valdez Resolution 00-67 in which the City Council took
official action on the Chugach National Forest Land Use Plan. We appreciate the
opportunity to offer our comments on the plan. The City further appreciates the efforts of
the Chugach National Forest to meet with the City to discuss issues common to both of
us.

If you should have any questions please do not hesitate to call me.
Sincerely,

David Dengel
City Manager

                    CITY OF VALDEZ, ALASKA
                    RESOLUTION NO. 00-67

     A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF VALDEZ,
     ALASKA, SUPPORTING THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE OF THE
     CHUGACH NATIONAL FOREST PLAN WITH CONDITIONS

      WHEREAS, the City of Valdez supports diversified recreational and
tourism opportunities, and

      WHEREAS, the Prince William Sound area is of importance to residents
and visitors of Valdez, and

      WHEREAS, the City of Valdez and its residents have spent the last 10
years developing a winter tourism business and heli-ski industry, and

      WHEREAS, the City has donated over $100,000 and the residents have
donated literally several hundred thousand hours or labor to get this industry off
the ground, and

      WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the Preferred Alternative
developed by the Forest Service, and

      WHEREAS, the Valdez State Parks Advisory Board has also reviewed the

0026677-001
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Preferred Alternative, and

      WHEREAS, the City Council supports the Preferred Alternatives with
some modifications

     NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF VALDEZ, ALASKA,

      Section 1 The City Council supports the Preferred Alternative of the
Chugach National Forest Plan with the following modifications

            1. Planning Units P200, P201, P202, P204 and P585 be changed
               from Backcountry motorized to Backcountry non-motorized.

            2. Planning Units P244, P318, P325, and P335 above 1,800 feet
               elevation be changed from Backcountry non-motorized to
               Backcountry motorized (winter only).

            3. Planning Units P244, P318, P35, and P335 below 1,800 feet
               elevation is changed from Backcountry non-motorized to
               Wilderness.

            4. The Glacier Island lodge site should not be permitted on Federal
               lands.

            5. Planning Units P388, P392, P406-409, and P412 be changed
               from Backcountry non-motorized to Wilderness.

            6. Motorized vehicles will be permitted on all land below mean
               high, high water, or the wetted perimeter.

      Section 2:  The City of Valdez supports the designations in the Thompson
Pass, Marshall Pass and Tasnuna Valley areas which allows for Backcountry
winter motorized.

     PASSED AND APPROVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
VALDEZ, ALASKA, this 4th day of December, 2000.

                             CITY OF VALDEZ, ALASKA

                             Bert Cottle, Mayor

ATTEST:
Sheri L. Pierce, CMC, City Clerk

Wilderness:

      I recommend wilderness for ALL of the productive wetland of the Copper River Delta, both
      east and west of the river.
 
      I support extending the Wilderness designation for the watershed parcels of P593, P536.
      K279, and the Snow River South Fork.

      I recommend additional Wilderness designation on the Kenai Peninsula, especially East of
      Seward. Kenai Lake, and Trail Lakes (Including the Snow River). Montague and Knight Islands
      and the small islands north of Knight Island in PWS, SE of Copper River, and Twentymile
      River. I support extending the area recommended for wilderness at College Fjord south to
      Port Nellie Juan, plus east of the Copper River.

0026734-003
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   Southwest Resurrection Trail:  We recommend the area southwest of
    the Resurrection Trail, adjacent to the Refuge Mystery Creek
    Wilderness in Kenai National Wildlife Refuge, receive a category 1
    prescription. Again, we suggest applying the 501(b) Recommended
    Wilderness prescription to this area. . The specific units
    that should receive this prescription are:  K328, K327, K326, K322,
    K325, K323, and K134.

0026747-013

 South Resurrection Trail:  The area at the south end of Resurrection. Trail should have a stronger conservation 
prescription to protect  this area for brown bears and to serve as a potential ecological    linkage area for wildlife 
movement north and south on the    peninsula. We recommend the Backcountry prescription for K142, K144,
    and K167.

0026747-014

  Northwest Resurrection Trail:  We suggest adding a buffer area
    designation of Backcountry or Fish and Wildlife Conservation for
    K053 northwest of the Resurrection Trail.

0026747-016

 South of Cooper Lake:  We recommend the area south of Cooper Lake
    should be buffered for brown bear conservation. We suggest a
    Backcountry prescription or, at least, a Fish and Wildlife
    Conservation prescription for K222, K225, K228, K227, and K219. It
    doesn't make sense to have a Brown Bear Core prescription abut a
    Fish, Wildlife, Recreation prescription which allows many activities
    that would be harmful to bear conservation.

0026747-017

  Crescent Lake:  We recommend the Brown Bear Core around Crescent
    Lake should be buffered to enhance brown bear conservation.
    Preferably a Backcountry prescription should be applied, or
    alternatively a Fish and Wildlife Conservation prescription, for
    K170, K164, K155, K236, K238, K239, K237, K240, and K204.  Again, it
    doesn't make sense to have a Brown Bear Core prescription abut a
    Fish, Wildlife, Recreation prescription.

0026747-018

  Motorized use on Hinchinbrook Island:  We have significant concerns
    about the Backcountry Motorized prescription for P476 and P478 on
    Hinchinbrook Island.  The coastal lowlands of these watersheds are
    dominated by fragile muskeg habitat.  Even moderate ORV use could
    seriously impair these wetland habitats. We have seen the damage
    done by ORVs in similar habitats north of Homer on the Kenai
    Peninsula. Precautionary management now would be very prudent and
    may avoid significant habitat damage in the future.

0026747-020

   Culross Pass:  We recommend changing the pass to a 501(b) Recommended
    Wilderness prescription for P374, P360. This passage has very high
    recreational and scenic value and good opportunity for access by
    small craft, including kayaks.

    Port Gravina:  We recommend designating P318 and P325, at the head
    of Port Gravina, as 501(b) Recommended Wilderness to protect this
    relatively pristine portion of the eastern sound.

0026747-021

West of Valdez:  The Backcountry Motorized prescription applied to
    the area west of Valdez Arm should have specific standards and
    guidelines to protect mountain goats from stress associated with
    helicopter overflights and/or landings. The areas of particular
    concern are P591, 145, P200, P201, P202, and P204.

0026747-022
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Areas that necessitate Motorized Access because of their Remote nature, with
suggested Prescription:

    -- P 244, High Alpine Region North of Port Fidalgo Bay, 212 - Backcountry
       Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed

    -- P 318, High Alpine Region North of Port Gravina Bay, 212 - Backcountry
       Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed

    -- P 200, High Alpine Region North of Sheep Bay, 212 - Backcountry Summer
       and Winter Motorized Allowed

    -- P 335, High Alpine Region North of Simpson Bay, 212 - Backcountry
       Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed

    -- P 108, North East Fork of the Columbia Glacier, 212 - Backcountry Summer
       and Winter Motorized Allowed

    -- P 107, Main Fork of the Columbia Glacier, 212 - Backcountry Summer and
       Winter Motorized Allowed

Facts:

    -- The Forest Service has completed a Decision Notice and Finding of No
       Significant Impact for Commercially Guided Helicopter Skiing on the
       Glacier and Seward Ranger districts. This Decision is based on
       environmental analysis documented in a 1999 Environmental Assessment.

    -- Helicopter skiing is not a category identified by the Alaska Division of
       Governmental Coordination as affecting the coastal zone.

    -- Heli-skiing has No Significant Impact on backcountry lands and animal
       populations.

    -- Our aircraft land on rock, snow, and ice, leaving no permanent indication of
       their presence.

    -- Well run heli skiing operations can bring great benefits to communities like
       Valdez. As a year round company in Valdez, H2O provides services and jobs
       to contribute to the local economy with minimal adverse social, economic,
       and environmental affects.

    -- The majority of our activity occurs in late winter and early springtime when
       tourism, a mainstay of the Alaskan economy, has traditionally been
       non-existent.

    -- Heli-skiing and Hell-hiking would take place in the High Alpine, therefore
       not encroaching upon the coastal and river valley ecosystems.

    -- Heli-ski operators have created a new industry that has brought millions of
       dollars and new jobs to Alaska.

With a 1999 EA in the Glacier Ranger District, and the Goal of the Forest Service to
disperse recreation opportunities, we feel that these areas would be best prescribed
212 - Backcountry Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed.

0026763-001
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SPECIFIC AREA RECOMMENDATIONS

Kenai Peninsula
    Upper Russian River-Resurrection River; We strongly recommend the Upper
    Russian River-Resurrection River area should receive a category 1 prescription. This
    would address the region's high value to Kenai Peninsula brown bears, designated by
    the State of Alaska as a population of special concern. This area may well be a
    pivotal region of the forest for maintaining the long-term viability of this important
    population on the Kenai. A category 1 prescription would also recognize the area's
    high value for wilderness recreation and scenic quality. We recommend applying the
    501(b) Recommended Wilderness prescription to this area. The prescription
    provides more management flexibility than Recommended Wilderness, particularly
    with respect to habitat enhancement activities for fish and wildlife and administrative
    use of helicopters for research. This region is likely a critical link for maintaining
    wilderness values and ecosystem integrity on the Kenai Peninsula. The 501(b)

    Recommended Wilderness prescription would also ensure an ecosystem
    management approach through interagency cooperation with the Kenai National
    Wildlife Refuge and National Park Service, the managers of the adjacent lands,

    Southwest Resurrection Trail; We recommend the area southwest of the
    Resurrection Trail, adjacent to the Refuge Mystery Creek Wilderness in Kenai
    National Wildlife Refuge, receive a category 1 prescription. Again, we suggest
    applying the 501(b) Recommended Wilderness prescription to this area. This
    prescription would ensure an ecosystem management approach through interagency
    cooperation with the adjacent Kenai National Wildlife Refuge. The specific units
    that should receive this prescription are:  K328, K327, K326, K322, K325, K323, and
    K134.

0026810-014

  South Resurrection Trail; The area at the south end of Resurrection Trail should
    have a stronger conservation prescription to protect this area for brown bears and to
    serve as a potential ecological linkage area for wildlife movement north and south on
    the peninsula. We recommend the Backcountry prescription for K142, K144, and
    K167.

0026810-015

  Northwest Resurrection Trail:  We suggest adding a buffer area designation of
    Backcountry or Fish and Wildlife Conservation for K053 northwest of the
    Resurrection Trail.

0026810-017

  South of Cooper Lake:  We recommend the area south of Cooper Lake should be
    buffered for brown bear conservation. We suggest a Backcountry prescription or, at
    least, a Fish and Wildlife Conservation prescription for K222, K225, K228, K227,
    and K219. It doesn't make sense to have a Brown Bear Core prescription abut a Fish,
    Wildlife, Recreation prescription which allows many activities that would be harmful
    to bear conservation,

    Crescent Lake:  We recommend the Brown Bear Core around Crescent Lake should
    be buffered to enhance brown bear conservation, Preferably a Backcountry
    prescription should be applied, or alternatively a Fish and Wildlife Conservation
    prescription, for K170, K164, K155, K236, K238, K239, K237, K240, and K204.
    Again, it doesn't make sense to have a Brown Bear Core prescription abut a Fish,
    Wildlife, Recreation prescription.

0026810-018
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Prince William Sound
    Montague Island:  We strongly recommend that the Chugach Plan revision
    designate at least one of the large outer islands of Prince William Sound in a category 1 prescription. 
Following a thorough review of all the resource values and
potential threats, we recommend designating Montague Island in a 501(b)
Recommended Wilderness prescription, Montague has very high wildlife values,
including a small and precarious brown bear population and at least two indigenous
mammal species, the Montague Island marmot and Montague Island vole. The
northern portion of the island, from Zaikof Pt, to Port Charmers, has very high value
for migratory shorebirds, and is particularly important for the world's population of
Surfbirds and Black Turnstones. Although Audubon first suggested this area be
considered under a Fish and Wildlife Conservation prescription, we do not believe
this prescription provides adequate conservation measures, A comparison of
prescriptions suggests that the Backcountry prescription would provide more
protection and would be preferred over the Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Prescription. However, our strong preference is the 501(b) Recommended
Wilderness prescription. We particularly like the concept of calling this a National
Fish & Wildlife Conservation Area. Clearly, at least one of the large outer islands
should be provided strong conservation management, Montague is the most isolated
of the islands in Prince William Sound so the human-use/economic impacts of this
prescription would be less than other areas that are more accessible. Applying this
prescription to Montague would also help diversify category 1 prescriptions
throughout the forest.

Knight Island:  We recommend applying the 501(b) Recommended Wilderness
prescription to Knight Island. Knight Island has high value for wilderness recreation
and scenery. There are superb opportunities for kayaking and small boat cruising
along this highly dissected shoreline with its many protected coves, bays, and inlets,
This island provides a much higher degree of protected waters and ease of access
than the big outer islands.

Culross Pass:  We recommend changing the pass to a 501(b) Recommended
Wilderness prescription for P374, P360. This passage has very high recreational
and scenic value and good opportunity for access by small craft, including kayaks.

Port Gravina:  We recommend designating P318 and P325, at the head of Port
Gravina, as 501(b) Recommended Wilderness to protect this relatively pristine
portion of the eastern sound. This would also balance prescriptions across the forest
since category 1 prescriptions are very limited on this side of the sound.

0026810-019

 West of Valdez:  The Backcountry Motorized prescription applied to the area west of
    Valdez Arm should have specific standards and guidelines to protect mountain goats
    from stress associated with helicopter overflights and/or landings. The areas of
    particular concern are P591, 145, P200, P201, P202, and P204.

0026810-020

Motorized use on Hinchinbrook Island:  We have significant concerns about the
Backcountry Motorized prescription for P476 and P478 on Hinchinbrook Island.
The coastal lowlands of these watersheds are dominated by fragile muskeg habitat.
Even moderate ORV use could seriously impair these wetland habitats. We have
seen the damage done by ORVs in similar habitats north of Homer on the Kenai
Peninsula, Precautionary management now would be very prudent and may avoid
significant habitat damage in the future.

0026810-021
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I also support providing some opportunities for accessible Wilderness
areas. Ideal locations for accessible wilderness
include:

The Snow River watershed - important biological headwater stream of the
Kenai specific areas (P593, P522, P536, K279)
Some areas near Whittier - Blackstone Bay and Cochrane Bay.

0027059-002

The revision protects most all of the activities that I enjoy. I am however, concerned with the proposed 
reductions in snowmobile access in the CNF. 

--  I do not feel that areas should be opened and closed by a fixed  date. The opening and closing should be 
based on snow cover. I am under the opinion that snowmobiles do not cause damage to the land unless there 
is not enough snow cover. .

--   I do not like the idea of a 'every other year' time-share or permanent closure for any activity.  Personally, I do 
not know why anything has to be time-shared. I have
always interacted with all types of recreation with no problems. If there has to be one however, I feel 'every other 
day' would be more appropriate.

I have specific concerns about motorized access restrictions in four areas.

--  Lost Lake - USFS prescriptions K271/K269/K212/K268/K255:  Again, the time any area is to be closed 
should be based on snowfall not specific dates. I would like to see access to the lake remain available to 
motorized vehicles from both ends of the lake Maybe the East side access could be restricted by a time-share 
method. From the plan, I understand that only the access is being limited. Lost Lake is one of the premier 
destination spots for snowmobiles. I feel access should be available for all recreationalists at any given time.

--  Turnagain Pass - Seattle Creek Drainage - USFS prescription K076:  This area should remain open to 
motorized use. Turnagain Pass is already successfully divided among motorized and non-motorized users. 
Please do not further confine our area of use by allowing a
closure of this area.

--  Twenty Mile River:  I do not like the time share proposed for this area. As I mentioned before, 'Every other 
day' would be much more appropriate. This is a very large area and I feel both motorized and non-motorized 
users should be able to use this area at the same time.

--  Skookum Glacier - Placer River drainage:  I do not feel a permanent closure is an appropriate way of 
restricting use by any user. A more appropriate resolve would be to have a 'Every other day' time-share.
   
My experience when skiing in the backcountry has never been ruined by the presence of motorized vehicles. 
Quite often a group of snowmobilers will come by but they are always moving, and in no time they are out of 
sight and sound of our activity. Please do not allow these restrictions
that affect motorized use in the CNF. I want it to be available for myself and my kids if they choose to go 
snowmobiling.

0027082-001
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I am writing to express my support for setting aside a minimum of 10% of the Chugach National Forest Land on 
the Kenai Peninsula for non-motorized backcountry use.

I support all of the following areas to be set aside for non-motorized use, in addition to others that were 
identified in the preferred alternative:

Resurrection trail corridor and surrounding area Lost Lake - with a 50/50 time share split, not just one month.  
Snow River and South Fork Snow River drainages Expanding Manitoba area to include all slopes facing the 
road on both sides of the highway from Manitoba Mountain South to the Seward 'Y' - motorized corridors should 
be allowed for
access beyond these roadside slopes.

A time share on Carter/Crescent Lakes The North End of Johnson pass

I also support providing some opportunities for accessible Wilderness areas.  it is not fair to require an 
expensive plane or boat ride to access wilderness areas.  Ideal locations for accessible wilderness include:

The Snow River watershed - important biological headwater stream of the Kenai specific areas (P593, P522, 
P536, K279) Some areas near Whittier - Blackstone Bay and Cochrane Bay.

I am also concerned about the potential for excessive helicopter tourism out of Seward - please include some 
guidelines for the maximum amount of helitours that might be offered around the Seward Area.

I encourage you to work with local users to further refine the
selected areas. However, it is important to establish the % of land that should be set aside for non-motorized 
users. A minimum of 10% should be established as non-motorized winter use.

0027745-001

I do recognize the need to
have some areas designated for non-motorized use, but believe that the most practical use of this area is to 
allow winter-motorized access. The 'recommended wilderness', in comparison to the lands we are talking about, 
gives an incredible amount of forest service land to the
non-motorized backcountry users.

A homeowner in Jack Bay by the name of John Miller has contacted me. He
is very interested in seeing the areas around Jack Bay, (P222)
designated as non-motorized, and I support his concerns.

0027752-001

The areas that I feel are quality heli-ski terrain and remote enough to
demand either aircraft or snowmachine for realistic access time are P244
to the north of Port Fidalgo, P318 surrounding Dead Creek area, and
P335 to the north of Cordova. On the latest draft of the Preferred
Alternative the Jack Bay area allows motorized access, while the areas
that are not realistically accessible by foot are backcountry
prescription non-motorized emphasis, I feel these areas need to be
looked at for their remote location and prescribed with all interests in
mind.

0027752-002

 If possible I'd like the Wilderness designation to
extend to these watershed parcel numbers P593, P522, P536, K279 AND that the Snow River South
Fork should be designated 'Wild'.

0028542-002
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Please consider designating the following areas for Wilderness status

    -- East of Seward, Kenai Lake and Trail Lakes including Snow River (watershed parcel
       numbers P593, P522, P536, K279);

    -- the Snow River South Fork should be designated 'Wild';

    -- Montague and Knight Islands and the small islands north of Knight Island in PWS;

    -- Copper River Delta east and west of the river extending to all productive wetlands;

    -- Twentymile River Valley;

0028569-002

Please designate watershed parcels P593, P522, P536, K279 as Wilderness.0028572-001

In the Preferred Alternative a road corridor has been established from the Seward Highway (at about
mile 14) to the headwaters of Snow River South Fork and beyond toward Port Nellie Juan in Prince
William Sound ) I guess this means the USFS has abandoned designating that part of the Snow and Nellie 
Juan Rivers as
'Wild' (as per the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act) AND are using the road corridor as a disqualifier of the
area for Wilderness designation  If possible I'd like the Wilderness designation to
extend to these watershed parcel numbers P593, P522, P536, K279

0029046-002

The Snow River watershed - important biological headwater stream of the Kenai specific areas (P593, P522, 
P536, K279) Some areas near Whittier - Blackstone Bay and Cochrane Bay.

0029072-003
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I am writing to express my support for setting aside a minimum of 10% of the Chugach National Forest Land on 
the Kenai Peninsula for non-motorized backcountry use.

Conflicts do exist between the motorized and non-motorized use. The conflicts are of both safety and 
enjoyment related nature.

I support all of the following areas to be set aside for non-motorized use, in addition to others that were 
identified in the preferred alternative:

Resurrection trail corridor and surrounding area
Lost Lake - with a 50/50 time share split, not just one month.
Snow River and South Fork Snow River drainages
Expanding Manitoba area to include all slopes facing the road on both sides of the highway from Manitoba 
Mountain South to the Seward 'Y' - motorized corridors should be allowed for access beyond these roadside 
slopes.

A time share on Carter/Crescent Lakes
The North End of Johnson Pass

I also support providing some opportunities for accessible Wilderness areas. It is not fair to require an 
expensive plane or boat ride to access wilderness areas. Ideal locations for accessible wilderness include:

The Snow River watershed - important biological headwater stream of the Kenai specific areas (P593, P522, 
P536, K279) Some areas near Whittier - Blackstone Bay and Cochrane Bay.

I recognize that this is a controversial topic for the Forest Service, and I encourage you to work with local users 
to further refine the selected areas. However, it is important to establish the % of land that should be set aside 
for non-motorized users. In my opinion, a minimum of 10%
should be established as non-motorized winter use.

0029204-001

The Snow River watershed - important biological headwater stream of the Kenai specific areas (P593, P522, 
P536, K279) Some areas near Whittier - Blackstone Bay and Cochrane Bay.

0029251-003
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Wilderness Designations

      Once again, we urge you to use Wilderness designations to protect
biotic--rather than scenic or recreational-- values across the forest,
and to distribute Wilderness across the forest so that residents of each
forest community have nearby Wilderness as well as backcountry access.

       Over half the recommended Wilderness in the preferred alternative
is rock and ice; it protects almost a million acres of unvegetated
terrain that is of little value as fish or wildlife habitat. Instead of
recommending large glaciers and icefields as Wilderness, we would like
you to recommend ecologically significant Wilderness areas. We strongly
support the recommendation of Wilderness for the coastline from Columbia
Glacier to Esther Passage, from Port Nellie Juan to Kings Bay, and from
Icy Bay to Port Bainbridge. However, we regard the designation of the
Sound's icefields, and the large region northeast of the Copper River as
an ecological throwaway. We would rather see recommended Wilderness on
Knight Island, Montague Island, and the Copper River Delta.

      Moreover, the preferred alternative includes no recommended
Wilderness on the Turnagain Arm, Kenai Peninsula region of the forest.
This is a problem from the standpoint of economic diversity as well as
ecological protection:  residents of Turnagain Arm and Kenai Peninsula
communities like Girdwood, Seward and Cooper Landing would benefit from
the opportunity to be Wilderness 'gateway' communities, along with
Whittier, Valdez, and Cordova.

      Three areas on the Turnagain Arm/Kenai Peninsula portion of the
forest have high wilderness potential:  Twentymile/Carmen,
Resurrection/Primrose, and Snow River.  We would like you to recommend
designation for Twentymile and either Snow River or
Resurrection/Primrose. The specific rationale for each follows:

1.     Twentymile:  the outstanding fish and wildlife habitat provided
by this watershed warrants Wilderness designation. The watershed
contains rich alpine, forest, riparian, and wetland habitat, and
provides important seasonal habitat for migratory birds and waterfowl
(including Trumpeter swans) as well as year-round habitat for resident
wildlife populations (moose, wolf, mountain goat, wolverine) and prime
coho habitat. This watershed contains the highest wildlife values of any
watershed on the National Forest in the Turnagain Arm drainage.

      The main rationale for denying Wilderness designation for this
area has been existing commercial heli-ski activity in West Twentymile.
As a compromise, we suggest drawing a Wilderness boundary that would
exclude the West Twentymile heli-ski zone, leave a reasonable buffer
along the road/railroad corridor, and protect the important wildlife
habitat in the rest of the watershed. The compromise Wilderness area
would include the following units:  K312, K310, K302, K301, K299, K300,
K305, K308, K307, K309, K311, K306, and K315.

2.     Resurrection/Primrose.  This area contains very diverse habitat -
extensive alpine tundra vegetation, coastal riparian and mountain
forests, and transitional-interior forest - in a concentrated area. It
protects important brown bear corridors, and includes the proposed
research natural area along Kenai Lake. It borders a National Park and
the wilderness portion of a National Wildlife Refuge, making Wilderness
designation compatible with adjacent land management.

3.     Snow River; This area was recommended for Wilderness in the 1984
Management Plan. Its Wilderness value has not diminished since then.

0026730-002
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Motorized/non-motorized recreation

       We are pleased that the Forest Service has recognized that
serious motorized/non-motorized recreation conflicts exist and need to
be resolved. However, we believe that the Forest Plan is not the best
tool for resolving these conflicts. We believe that each ranger district
should prepare winter and summer recreation management plans based on
more sophisticated knowledge of time/space conflicts and use patterns.
Such a plan could consider a range of regulatory measures, such as
designating corridors, setting use level limits, prohibiting certain
activities. It could be implemented on a trial basis, with room for
adjustment if attempted solutions don't work.  We are distressed that
the Forest Service is avoiding using prescriptions that could protect
valuable ecological resources, because their implications for motorized
access are unclear.

Having said that, we suggest the following changes to the Preferred
Alternative:

-- Twentymile:  Either one of the following two suggestions is
   preferable to the proposal in the Preferred Alternative:  Substitute
   a split season motorized closure in Twentymile valley for an
   alternative year closure, or designate a motorized corridor on the
   west side of the valley.

   The split season proposal originated with snowmachiners who attended
   a meeting we sponsored in Girdwood:  their proposal is to open the
   valley to snowmachines in the first part of the season, close it in
   the second part, using the same dates as the current Resurrection
   Trail closure.

   Another options would be to create a motorized corridor on the west
   side of the river. This would significantly reduce the impact of
   motorized use on wildlife-- mainly moose and wolves in the winter--
   and would encourage a style of riding more in keeping with the
   traditional use the valley has supported without conflict for
   decades. It is important to locate such a corridor on the west side
   of the river, because wolves travel up and down the east side of the
   valley.

-- Johnson Pass:  the existing motorized use closure reflected in the
   Preferred Alternative is consistently violated and unenforceable.
   Moreover, the area closed to motorized use upstream from Center Creek
   bridge on Johnson Pass Trail is completely inaccessible to
   non-motorized users. Therefore, we suggest moving the motorized use
   closure boundary from Center/Divide Creek to Bench creek, until you
   reach the bridge where Bench Creek makes a 90 degree turn to the
   west. This would make unit K332, and the northern sliver of K333 that
   is northeast of Bench Creek and north of the bridge, non-motorized.
   This closure boundary would be much easier to recognize on the
   ground than the existing one. At the same time, we suggest creating a
   snow-machine parking area at Granite Creek campground so that it is
   easier for snow machiners to access the existing winter trail on the
   south side of Bench Creek, and less tempting to violate the closure
   order by venturing off Johnson Pass trail up the north side of Center
   Creek.

   We are not opposed to opening the portion of unit K111 that is south
   of Center creek to heli-skiing, as we understand it contains prime
   runs, provided that noise does not carry over to non-motorized units
   K332, 104, 105, and 107. However, K111 should stay closed to

0026730-003
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   snowmachines.

-- Girdwood environs:  We are pleased with the no snowmachine
   designations in Winner Creek and Crow Creek. These designations
   respect a treasured local ski touring/telemarking area that has not
   traditionally been used by snowmachines, and the quality of life and
   safety of Crow Creek Road residents.

-- Seattle Creek:  the non-motorized designation in Seattle Creek bowl
   is useless unless snowmachines are prohibited from accessing the
   ridge, because there's only one safe route to the ridge and it's too
   dangerous for snowmachines and skiers to share it. An additional
   concern is the large amount of trash--including dead snowmachine
   parts-- that has begun to accumulate on the ridge and in the bowl
   since snow-machines began accessing the area several years ago. This
   is a year-round environmental impact caused by winter motorized use.

Kenai Peninsula We recommend that the following CNF Planning Units adjacent to the Minimal Management 
and Wilderness Zones boundaries of the Kenai National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) be p placed in Management 
Category 1, prescription 131 (Recommended Wilderness Management

	Area): K055, K057, K062, K064, K320, K061,K321, K323, K324, K325, K322, K326, K134	,= 5

K327, K328, K142, K233, K234, K235, K257, K259, K260 and the southwestem portion of
K258.

0029063-013

We also recommend that the following CNF Planning Units adjacent to the Minimal
Management and Wilderness Zones boumdaries of the Kenai NWR be placed in Management
Category I, but in prescription 111 (Primitive): K036, K044, K045, K050, K052 and K053.

0029063-014

Additional Wildemess in Prince William Sound
For the nomerous reasons expressed in the Va}dez Area State Parks Citizens Advisory Board's letter of 
November 17, 2000, we also recommend wildertuess for the Sawmill Bay area (Units P2QO-202, P204 and 
P585). ATV use, helicopter landings, and commercial tourism facilities are not appropriate in this area, given 
the impacts to migratory birds, bears, and mountain goats and to existing recreational users, including 
kayakers and campers with very limited options on the west side of Valdez Arm. Additionally, there are plenty 
of a.ternative sites for helicopter landings on forest and non-forest land in the area. As the Forest Service 
observed at its Valdez public mccting in November, there is substantial support for creating more opportunities 
for quiet recreation in these areas. Such accessible wildemess areas outside the WSA are particularly 
important in light of the high percentage of relatively inaccessible rock and ice in the recommended wilderness.

Doe to the documented excellent fish and wildlife values and associated hunting and fishing opportunities at the 
head of Port Fidalgo and Port Gravinu (Units P318, P325, P244 and P335), we support wildemess for these 
units as well. As noted below, the Forest Service also identified the Gravina River as having outstandingly 
remarkable rec:reation value because it provides a kayak portage between Ports Fidalgo and Gravina, one of 
only two such inland portages in the entire eastern Sound. The combination of robust salmon runs, healthy 
wildlife populations, and excellent scenic and recre;ttion value makes these units Ot ttstanding choices for 
wilderness designation.

Finally, property owners in Jack Bay have made a strong and reasonable plea to replace the Backcountry 
Motorized prescription from the head of the bay (Unit P222). The Forest Service need not change the 
prescription for the entire unit, which includes lands far from Jack Bay, to aecommodate this understandable 
request. Helicopter overf ights and landings seriously disrupt these residents' use and enjoyment of their 
property, and there are alternative areas in private, state, and forest lands in the same unit where helicopters 
may operate without causing this disruption.

0034169-007
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The east half of the Lost Lake area is managed as a non-motorized/motorized timeshare.  Winter motorized 
recreation activities can occur between December 1st and March 31st (Planning units: K212, 255, 268, 269, 
271, 274,
& 275).  In the remainder of the Lost Lake area, winter motorized activities may continue as long as snow 
conditions allow.

The Lost Lakes area is a very large area and used by many snowmachiners, It is not used very frequently by 
skiers. Why do we want to change the rules for just a few skiers? Hundreds of snowmachiners and just a few 
skiers.

I am a nordic and alpine skier myself, and I have covered 80 miles in one day in the Lost Lakes area on my 
snowmachine - something I could never do on skies.

I recommend other areas - not frequented by so many snowmachiners to be set aside for non-motorized winter 
use and date restricted winter use.

Furthermore, a recommendation I have for the Lost Lakes area is to create a new winter only access trail from 
the new HUGE parking turnout created by the new road construction. This turnout faces Paradise valley near the
road's summit out of Seward (maps show it as Divide), if you have not seen this HUGE parking area created, 
you must drive down and look for yourself.
The new trail would ease parking problems in the Lost Lake Trail neighborhood.

0029390-001

Helicopter Skiing and Usage

In general, the plan has left open sufficient terrain to allow for one helicopter ski operation on the Kenai
Peninsula as well as others on the eastern part of the forest. There is only one important change that we
would like to see in the plan in order to accommodate our long term strategies. The current plan
designates the Divide Creek drainage near Bench Peak, Unit K111, as non-motorized and Unit 332
immediately to the west as motorized. We believe these should be the opposite. The Bench Peak area has
been extensively used by fixed wing and helicopter supported skiers for the past 12 years. It's position as
the hub for ski runs deeper into the mountain range is critical to our usage of terrain in the Grandview,
southern Bench Peak, and Moose Creek areas. Without this important hub, none of the other terrain is
reachable from a financially viability viewpoint. Equally important is that Divide Creek has
approximately ten different helicopter ski runs in it, most of which are relatively safe from an avalanche
viewpoint. We have also spent considerable money on helicopter and fixed wing flights in this valley to
verify that there is no winter goat populations. The final factor is that, in twelve years of visits to the
Divide Creek area, we have never seen a non-motorized user in this particular drainage. It is very far into
the range, and the valley entrance is very steep and avalanche-prone. You will find attached a copy of our
Master Run Review which shows the runs highlighted in yellow that would be eliminated if Unit K111 is
left as a non-motorized zone. Our activity on these runs is so high primarily because they are the safest
runs in this zone.

0029461-001

We believe the intent of the motor vehicle closure in this area has been gradually misconstrued over the
years, partially due to the turnover of District Rangers over time. My understanding of the closure in 1977
when I first got here was that the closure line went up Center Creek, not Divide Creek, and was intended
to keep motorized traffic off the ridge tine to the north so that noise would not wash into the Turnagain
Pass area from the south. Over time, this line ended up changing to Divide Creek, even though there were
known motorized users in the area. We would suggest that you accomplish the same goal of allowing for
non-motorized usage of Center Creek by designating Unit 332 as non-motorized. This will allow
snowmachines to debark from the Granite Creek Campground for trips to the Johnson Pass area, cross
country skiers to use the Johnson Pass trail head for tours up Center Creek without snowmachine
interference, and allow for our continued use in the very back of the valley and up the side canyon of
Divide Creek. Given our relatively light usage of the area as well as that of cross country skiers, this is
unlikely to create a huge conflict.

0029461-002
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Given that you are under pressure from the snowmachine community regarding Twenty Mile and Seattle
Creek, we have a suggestion that may help solve this issue. While for us the best solution is the existing
one, we are amenable to a plan that time shares one year on/off between Seattle Creek and Twenty Mile
so that one of these two areas is always open to snowmachiners. In this case, we would expect to be
permitted to use the area open to snowmachining during the year it is open. We would prefer to see Units
K298 exempted from this arrangement since it is so far back in the valley, but would be amenable to not
using any other locations in the Twenty Mile valley during the off year.

0029461-004
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Specific Areas which should receive a 501(b) Wilderness Recommendation

Kenai Peninsula
    Upper Russian River-Resurrection River: We strongly recommend the Upper
    Russian River-Resurrection River area receive a wilderness recommendation. This
    would address the region's high value to Kenai Peninsula brown bears, designated by
    the State of Alaska as a population of special concern. This area may well be a
    pivotal region of the forest for maintaining the long-term viability of this important
    population on the Kenai. A wilderness prescription would also recognize the area's
    high value for wilderness recreation and scenic quality.

    Southwest Resurrection Trail: We recommend the area southwest of the
    Resurrection Trail, adjacent to the Refuge Mystery Creek Wilderness in Kenai
    National Wildlife Refuge, receive a wilderness recommendation.

Prince William Sound
    Montague Island: We strongly recommend that the Chugach Plan revision designate
    at least one of the large outer islands of Prince William Sound as recommended
    wilderness. Montague has very high wildlife values, including a small and
    precarious brown bear population and at least two indigenous mammal species, the
    Montague Island marmot and Montague Island vole. The northern portion of the
    island, from Zaikof Pt. to Port Chalmers, has very high value for migratory
    shorebirds, and is particularly important for the world's population of Surfbirds and
    Black Turnstones. Clearly, at least one of the large outer islands should be provided
    strong conservation management. Montague is the most isolated of the islands in
    Prince William Sound so the human-use/economic impacts of this prescription would
    be less than other areas that are more accessible. Applying this prescription to
    Montague would also help diversify category 1 prescriptions throughout the forest.

    Knight Island: We recommend applying the 501(b) Recommended Wilderness
    prescription to Knight Island. Knight Island has high value for wilderness recreation
    and scenery. There are superb opportunities for kayaking and small boat cruising
    along this highly dissected shoreline with its many protected coves, bays, and inlets.
    This island provides a much higher degree of protected waters and ease of access
    than the big outer islands.

    Culross Pass: We recommend changing designation for the pass to a 501(b)
    Recommended Wilderness prescription for P374, P360. This passage has very high
    recreational and scenic value and good opportunity for access by small craft,
    including kayaks.

    Port Gravina; We recommend designating P318 and P325, at the head of Port
    Gravina, as 501(b) Recommended Wilderness to protect this relatively pristine
    portion of the eastern sound. This would also balance prescriptions across the forest
    since category 1 prescriptions are very limited on this side of the sound.

Copper River Delta:

    Eastern Copper River Delta: SEACC very strongly recommends applying the
    ANILCA 501(b) Recommended Wilderness prescription to the Copper River Delta
    and the adjacent barrier islands including Kayak Island. This prescription allows
    significant management flexibility, particularly for wildlife enhancement projects as
    well as for access by local residents. The Copper River; Delta is clearly a world-class
    wildlife habitat resource. The delta supports the largest spring concentration of

    shorebirds (more than 30 species) in the Western Hemisphere with more than one
    million birds using the area in a single day. In recognition of its importance, the delta
    has been designated both a hemispheric site in the Western Hemisphere Shorebird
    Reserve Network and a State of Alaska Critical Habitat Area. The delta also has high
    wilderness recreation values. We believe there is strong justification for designating
    the eastern delta as a 501(b) Recommended Wilderness and encourage the Forest

0029469-004

Monday, April 23, 2001 Page 24 of 34



Comment # Comment

    Service to reapply this prescription as was designated in the original DEIS.

    Motorized use on Hinchinbrook Island: We have significant concerns about the
    Backcountry Motorized prescription for P476 and P478 on Hinchinbrook Island. The
    coastal lowlands of these watersheds are dominated by fragile muskeg habitat. Even
    moderate ORV use could seriously impair these wetland habitats. Damage done by
    ORVs in similar habitats north of Homer on the Kenai Peninsula indicates that the
    Backcountry Motorized prescription is inappropriate for this type of habitat,
    Precautionary management now would be very prudent and may avoid significant
    habitat damage in the future.

0029469-006

   West of Valdez: The Backcountry Motorized prescription applied to the area west of
    Valdez Arm should have specific standards and guidelines to protect mountain goats
    from stress associated with helicopter overflights and/or landings. The areas of
    particular concern are P591, 145, P200, P201, P202, and P204.

0029469-007

1. Wilderness designation must be extended to parcel numbers: P593, P522, P536, K279
0034198-001

 

A homeowner in Jack Bay by the name of John Miller has contacted me. He
is very interested in seeing the areas around Jack Bay, (P222)
designated as non-motorized, and I support his concerns. The most recent
draft of the Preferred Alternative has that area prescribed as
backcountry winter motorized allowed. I believe that Mr. Miller's
concerns are well stated and suggest an obvious compromise--P222 should
be prescribed as non-motorized while areas more suitable for public
access by motorized transport should be re-designated for that use.

0034399-001

The areas that I feel are quality heli-ski terrain and remote enough to
demand either aircraft or snowmachine for realistic access time are P244
to the north of Port Fidalgo, P318 surrounding Dead Creek area, and
P335 to the north of Cordova. On the latest draft of the Preferred
Alternative the Jack Bay area allows motorized access, while the areas
that are not realistically accessible by foot are backcountry
prescription non-motorized emphasis, I feel these areas need to be
looked at for their remote location and prescribed with all interests in
mind.

0034399-003

Wild and Scenic Waterways: Include ALL eligible wild and scenic rivers
on the Forest: the Copper, Bering, Martin, and Katalla Rivers, Alaganik
Slough, and Martin and Bering Lakes, and Snow River.  Change Twenty-Mile
River from Scenic to Wild.  Wilderness designation should extend to
these watershed parcel numbers; P593, P522, P536, K279.

0034410-002

2) We support changing the backcountry motorized areas around Jack Bay to backcountry non-motorized; 
(backcountry non-motorized: P222, P197, P198

0034429-002

Monday, April 23, 2001 Page 25 of 34



Comment # Comment

3) We strongly favor adding the following areas to the recommended Wilderness Category:P

             a) Knight Island especially the northern half of Knight
Island: Reasons (P. 388, 393, 394, 392, 396, 397, 398, 406, 404, 409, 408, 405, 407, 410):

             1) During ANILCA, the Alaskan conservation community argued vigorously that both Montague and 
Knight Islands be included in the wilderness study area. As a compromise, we let Montague go to non-
wilderness with the understanding that Knight Island would be supported for Wilderness Classification.
          
             4) We strongly disagree that this is an area in which there is only moderate interest for Wilderness 
classification. For local people it is very important as evidenced by the support of the Valdez State Parks 
Advisory Council (unanimous) and the Alaska Wilderness
Recreation and Tourism Association. This would indicate strong local support by those who use the area.

             b) Culross island, including both sides of Culross Passage (P375, 374, 384, 369, 360, 376, 377, 365, 
364, 359:
      
             c) We support continuing the recommendation for wilderness designation expressed by ANILCA for 
the Cochrane and Blackstone Bay areas: P368-367, 363 308, 327, 310:
                     
                         3) Cochrane Bay (P367-366) areas have high
wildlife values and are important places for salmon, bear watching, and migratory birds.  Any type of future 
developments including logging in these areas could be detrimental.

                         4) People boating out of Whittier should be
given a spectrum of recreational choices: If Port Wells and Esther Island are removed from proposed 
Wilderness Designation, then Culross, Cochrane and Blackstone should be recommended for Wilderness.

0034429-003

Wilderness
recommendations should include watershed numbers P593, P522, P536, and K279.

0034436-006
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We would like to comment on Winter and Summer Motorized (helicopter,
fixed wing, and snowmachine) Access to Remote Areas in the Chugach
National Forest surrounding Valdez and Cordova. It is of paramount
importance that these areas obtain the 212 - Back Country Winter and
Summer Motorized prescription to provide for a range of recreation
opportunities, group sizes and settings to meet current and future
demands and to adhere to the Forest Service goal of caring for the land
and serving the people.

Areas that necessitate Motorized Access because of their Remote nature,
with suggested Prescription:

   -- P 244, High Alpine Region North of Port Fidalgo Bay, 212 - Backcountry
      Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed

   -- P 318, High Alpine Region North of Port Gravina Bay, 212 - Backcountry
      Slimmer and Winter Motorized Allowed

   -- P 200, High Alpine Region North of Sheep Bay, 212 - Backcountry Summer
      and Winter Motorized Allowed

   -- P 335, High Alpine Region North of Simpson Bay, 212 - Backcountry
      Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed

   -- P 108, North East Fork of the Columbia Glacier, 212 - Backcountry Summer
      and Winter Motorized Allowed

   -- P 107, Main Fork of the Columbia Glacier, 212 - Backcountry Summer and
      Winter Motorized Allowed

Facts:

   -- The Forest Service has completed a Decision Notice and Finding of No
      Significant Impact for Commercially Guided Helicopter Skiing on the
      Glacier and Seward Ranger districts. This Decision is based on
      environmental analysis documented in a 1999 Environmental Assessment.

   -- Helicopter skiing is not a category identified by the Alaska Division of
      Governmental Coordination as affecting the coastal zone.

   -- Heli-skiing has No Significant Impact on backcountry lands and animal
      populations.

   -- Our aircraft land on rock, snow, and ice, leaving no permanent indication of
      their presence.

   -- Well run heli skiing operations can bring great benefits to communities like
      Valdez. As a year round company in Valdez, H2O provides services and jobs
      to contribute to the local economy with minimal adverse social, economic,
      and environmental affects.

   -- The majority of our activity occurs in late winter and early springtime when
      tourism, a mainstay of the Alaskan economy, has traditionally been
      non-existent.

   -- Heli-skiing and Heli-hiking would take place in the High Alpine, therefore
      not encroaching upon the coastal and river valley ecosystems.

   -- Heli-ski operators have created a new industry that has brought millions of

0034555-001
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      dollars and new jobs to Alaska.

With a 1999 EA in the Glacier Ranger District, and the Goal of the Forest Service to
disperse recreation opportunities, we feel that these areas would be best prescribed
212 - Backcountry Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed.

Telephone call re: Forest Plan

He appreciates the back country Rx and is concerned that the identified
helicopter areas near Valdez are not a good compromise

- Parcel 222 is the heart of the bay - goats bears, the wildest part.

- He said he has spoken to helicopter guides and they are not that
interested in parcel 222.

- He notes that there is lots of state land avail. For
Heli-ops/motorized around Valdez

- Parcel 198 is a very narrow ridge which causes Heli-noise to be very
[Illegible] he noted hiking on the ridge one time with helicopter below him-
resulted in very loud Heli-noise.

Bottom line he proffers no Heli-ops in Jack Bay.

He also noted that personal recreation use of the area is generally not
suitable for ATV use.

0034564-001

First, I am apposed to the proposed road corridor established from
the Seward Highway to the headwaters of the Snow River South Fork and beyond towards Port
Nellie Juan in the Prince William Sound. Wilderness designation should be extended to
watershed parcels numbers: P593, P536, K279 and the Snow River South Fork should be
designated 'Wild'.

0034802-001

4)  I support creating a new area for a winter non-motorized skiing opportunity for families. One
    such area is polygon K161. This area doesn't receive a huge amount of snowmachine use
    and the Forest Service could have a series of trails that are for different level skiers. Carter
    Lake, Russian Lakes Trail and Lost Lake trails are for only navigable on skis for those folks
    who are expert skiers. These trails are steep and very curvy. These trails are not for families
    with beginning skiers or even the average skier.

0034887-002
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Developed Recreation - Reduced Noise Prescription

I am opposed to the way this prescription was used in the area near Primrose Campground and
the Devils Pass area near Summit Lake.

This prescription was not created to be laid across a big area. Per the theme on page 3-85, It is
for site specific areas only. Therefore all the polygons that have the 'pink' coloration need to be
changed to a different prescription. These include the following polygons: K212, K147,
148,151,153,157,161,164, etc. Perhaps the backcountry nonmotorized would be the prescription
of choice?

For those areas that the prescription was used correctly. I am opposed to it for the Primrose
Campground.  This campground is directly adjacent to private landowners and has an active boat
launch at the entrance of the campground (which could get even busier if the Ranger closes the
Kenai Lake Work Center boat launch as is rumored). Also Kenai Lake is typically used for a flight
path for many private pilots and for sightseeing trips originating from Moose Pass and Seward.
There is no way the Forest Service can provide the Vs mile buffer of reduced human generated
noises with these existing conditions.

A better campground for this prescription would be the Granite Creek campground or the Bertha
Creek Campground.  These campgrounds are fairly quiet already and can be managed with this
human reduced noise much easier than Primrose Campground.

0034887-003

Developed Recreation - Reduced Noise Prescription

I am opposed to the way this prescription was used in the area near Primrose Campground and
the Devils Pass area near Summit Lake.
This is a site prescription it was not intended to be used at the landscape level. Per the theme on
page 3-85, It is for site-specific areas only. Therefore all the polygons that have the 'pink'
coloration need to be changed to a different prescription. These include the following polygons:
K212, K147, 148, 151, 153, 157, 161, 164, etc.

0034919-002

I also support providing some opportunities for accessible Wilderness
areas. It is not fair to require an expensive plane or boat ride to
access wilderness areas. Ideal locations for accessible wilderness
include:

The Snow River watershed - important biological headwater stream of the
Kenai specific areas (P593, P522, P536, K279)
Some areas near Whittier - Blackstone Bay and Cochrane Bay.

0035538-002

Finally, the road corridor
to the headwaters of Snow River South Fork and 
beyond, toward Port Nellie Juan, should be taken out
of the preferred alternative. Access rights to this
inholding are already provided for in written
agreements; the Forest Service should be protecting
the public interest in the Forest Plan, not giving
them away. Wilderness recommendations should include
watershed numbers P593, P522, P536, and K279.

0035544-004
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:

Within the Glacier Ranger District, per the district ranger, the preferred alternative seeks to
increase areas where people could find quiet in the winter. The current forest plan allows these
activities in a number of areas within the district that do not see a high level of use until spring, if
even then. An example is Turnagain Pass where through February the East parking lot is
nearly empty on the weekends when the West parking lot is overflowing with motorized users.
The most unreasonable area closure in the preferred alternative is the Seattle Creek (USFS
prescription K076) area. Closing this area to Increase quiet recreating does not make sense
considering that it must be accessed through a motorized area. Closing Seattle Creek also
significantly reduces the snowmobile use area at Turnagain Pass where non-motorized users

0035648-003
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Within the Seward Ranger District, the Lost Lake area (USFS prescriptions
K271/K269/K212/K268/K255) is probably the most popular snowmobile use area on the
Peninsula. The preferred alternative reduces motorized access in the 'eastern portion' of Lost
Lake through seasonal restrictions. It is not clear what is considered the 'eastern portion'.
Does this only include the trails and trailheads? Does this mean that with adequate snow cover
accessing the area from the West will be allowed outside of the restricted time period? There
are large areas West of the lake that are very desirable for snowmobile use through late spring,
but are inaccessible by non-motorized users because of the distance from trailheads. Motorized
users access this area from two trailheads off the Seward Highway in the East and from Snug
Harbor Road off the Sterling Highway from the West. The West access does not provide
adequate access for the number of users this area generates. My suggestion for equitable
access would be to leave one of the East trailheads open to motorized users as long as there is
adequate snow cover. The district ranger is proposing a time share for the Crescent and Carter
Lakes area (USFS prescriptions K202/K203/K88/K179). This area would probably benefit more
from an every other day time share which would ensure that the trail from the Seward Highway
trailhead is useable by non-motorized users.

The USFS has done a commendable job of compiling alternatives and formatting these
alternatives so that the public can determine how the revised plan affects them. I am a
registered professional engineer and I have been involved in projects that required an EIS. I
have experienced first hand the high level of effort that is required to produce this type of
document.

I understand that preparing a planning document is a difficult task and that inevitably someone
will not be happy with the results. In this letter, I have attempted to provide suggestions and
alternatives rather than just criticize the Forest Plan Revision Team efforts. Please take my
suggestions into consideration when finalizing the Forest Plan.

Summary of suggested changes to the preferred alternative:

-- Eliminate the every other year time share option and replace with alternating days of the
   week type of time share option.

-- Eliminate calendar day restrictions and set opening and dosing dates for winter motorized
   use based on adequate snow cover.

-- Recalculate or reestablish the CNF area open to winter motorized use based on actual
   riding areas not map area. Present this information in the Forest Plan.

-- Leave Twenty Mile River area open to winter motorized use as it currently exists or use an
   alternating days of the week time share.

-- Leave Skookum Glacier open to winter motorized use or an alternating days of the week
   time share.

-- Leave Seattle Creek area open to winter motorized use as it currently exists.

-- Promote the Johnson Pass Trait and Resurrection Trail as Quiet or non motorized use trails
   If deemed necessary for setting trails, allow motorized use on an alternating day of the week
   time share.

-- Eliminate the every other year time share option at Carter and Crescent Lakes and replace
   with alternating days of the week type of time share option.

-- Eliminate the seasonal restrictions for East Lost Lake and leave one trailhead open to winter
   motorized users.

0035648-006
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We would like to comment on Winter and Summer Motorized (helicopter, fixed
wing, and snowmachine) Access to Remote Areas in the Chugach National Forest
surrounding Valdez and Cordova. It is of paramount importance that these areas
obtain the 212 - Back Country Winter and Summer Motorized prescription to
provide for a range of recreation opportunities, group sizes and settings to meet
current and future demands and to adhere to the Forest Service goal of caring for
the land and serving the people. Without Motorized Access to these Remote
Regions, 99.9% of the people who enjoy recreating in the backcountry would not get
the chance to see and enjoy these lands.

Areas that necessitate Motorized Access because of their Remote nature, with
suggested Prescription:

        -- P 244, High Alpine Region North of Port Fidalgo Bay, 212 - Backcountry
           Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed

        -- P 318, High Alpine Region North of Port Gravina Bay, 212 - Backcountry
           Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed

        -- P 200, High Alpine Region North of Sheep Bay, 212 - Backcountry Summer
           and Winter Motorized Allowed

        -- P 335, High Alpine Region North of Simpson Bay, 212 - Backcountry
           Summer and Winter Motorized Allowed

        -- P 108, North East Fork of the Columbia Glacier, 212 - Backcountry Summer
           and Winter Motorized Allowed

        -- P 107, Main Fork of the Columbia Glacier, 212 - Backcountry Summer and
           Winter Motorized Allowed

0035999-001
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My specific recommendations follow:
Copper River Delta Wetlands (east and west of the
river): Wilderness designation for the Delta wetlands would
permanently protect the management intent of ANILCA
(Section 501(b)), states that conservation shall be
the 'primary purpose for management' of fisheries and
wildlife habitat. 
 Wilderness recommendations should include
watershed numbers P593, P522, P536, and K279.
Critical Kenai Peninsula Brown Bear Habitat: The
proposed Brown Bear Core Area is not going to meet the
management goal of reducing bear/human conflicts with
the allowances of utility corridors, conditional
commercial timber harvesting, summer helicopter
landings, new roads and winter motorized recreation
activities. I ask that the Forest Service modify this
management prescription by changing these activities
from a 'conditional' yes to 'no' or change the
management prescription to Wilderness as the best
option for bear habitat protection. Brown bears on the
peninsula are in a precarious position due to
declining habitat. The protection of these core areas
may be critical for their continued survival. 
The Resurrection Creek-Russian River area, in particular,
should be changed to Wilderness.
Recreational Wilderness on the Kenai: The preferred alternative should
reflect consensus by recommending Wilderness for the
Resurrection Creek and River valleys, Seattle Creek,
Quartz Creek and the Russian River area. I support a
corridor concept along established trails, which would
ensure continued mountain-bike and regulated
snow-machine usage. The Resurrection Pass Trail area
is a great choice for a recreational wilderness region
and would provide protection for brown bears.
Seattle Creek is unique because it is the only
unroaded coastline along Turnagain Arm.
College Fjord/Nellie Juan Wilderness & the Whittier
Region: The entire Wilderness Study Area (WSA) of the
1984 plan should remain in its current status, to be
protected as Wilderness as originally intended with
ANILCA. in its preferred alternative
 the Forest
Service should not have removed Nellie Juan River from
the WSA since this watershed is a natural link between
the Kenai and Prince William Sound.

Knight Island. Knight Island is still recovering from
the Exxon oil spill. Spill research shows that the
Orca pod (AB) of the Knight Island region has
decreased dramatically and is listed as 'not
recovering' since spill injuries. Additional species
listed as such include the common loon, harbor seal,
three species of cormorants, harlequin ducks and
pigeon guillemots. I disagree with the Forest Service
that 'favorable' minerals potential is a reason for
not recommending the island. I understand the
'favorable mineral' is iron-ore, a commonly available
mineral not worth much economically. The Forest
Service should take into account the economic values

0036011-006
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of visitors (Knight is a favorite kayaking
destination) and the important fish and wildlife
habitat of the region. It is unlikely minerals would
be developed here, yet should they be, the
environmental consequences would add insult to injury.
Knight Island Passage is critical herring habitat,
another species that is recovering from the oil spill
and would benefit from Wilderness protections.

Montague Island.  I strongly urge the Forest Service to
recommend all of Montague Island as Wilderness.

Kenai River Headwaters (Snow River area). I
strongly recommend this region be protected through
Wilderness, which will help guarantee strong salmon
runs and a strong local economy for years to come.

Twentymile River Valley.  Wilderness designations would guarantee the region would not have
future road development, whether for commercial
logging or tourism.
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