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December 14, 1982 

5. New 1I”eSfOCk wate* Sources such as wells, reServOIr-5, or catch- 
ment has1115 are approved, co”srructed, and mamtamed 5uLqect to 1 6 

Colorado water Stat”te*. 4. The quality Of water orlglnatlng on Forest servxe land does not dminlsh. (me managemnt pIa” lndlcates all the altelnatlYe* meet rln* oh,ectl”ve). I 
5. me mcreased sedment transport due to mcrea.ed water yzeld 

does not damage enstmg reselT01rS. 11 

6. k. storage reservoirs are csJns+rucred (Iye* IO fees high wdwut 
ecu office’s appra”al Of the plans. Lwestoek watering resel-vo~rs 9 
nmst be axmoved b,’ our office IF their embankments are aver five 1 fee 111 h&n. 

I 10 

1 11 

1 12 

7. The sorest ~ervxe tells pofentzal buyers and lessors of forest 
land that they Will be s*,ect to appllcah~e water 5tat”tes. 

8. Road closures do not reduce access to ex~srzng diversm” stmc- 
tures . kcess 1s needed for namtenz~e and mspeetron of Me 
5tructme5. 

9. ~zlvacultural pracrrces and other management practxes do not 
reduce the hzstorx flow 111 late summer. 

FOREST 

Water “Sd for recreation, 
be appropnated under 

Forest standards and 
qualxty standards wxll 

Sedment threshold hm~ts 
reseroo~rr should not 

The Forest Plan provides 
see ForeSf Plan, Chapter 

10. see response to number 

11 NO reSpOnse rtecessary 

12. NO response necessary 



Mr. Stephen 0. Ellis 
Principal Planner 
A-95 Cle*ir.ghD”se 
523 state centm BUfidhP 
1313 Shaman street 
Den”er,Colorado 80203 

Re: sangre D-2 Ci-isto, Spanish Peaks, Greenhorn PIolmtaio sod 
B”ffalO Peaks Hildemess study Area Reporfs 

ilear m. Ellis: 

The designation oP land as a wilderness area on the one hand 
: re8tr‘ICEQ access fO the land by the use Of mrorired vehicles and restricfs 
a land disturbing actlvicies, he on the other hand probably increases visitor 

I 

1 
. The PD8SihFli~Y exats that vandalism Of cultural reso”rces Could 

g “,:.nsif, due t.a the meate= visitor use. 

There appear to be few !awm cultural resources wialin these .5tv*y areas. 
This office suggests that the Forest Service identify the culrvral re8c.Yrces 
“ichin the areas of know0 visitor “se and p,“ide for a mmitor to periodically 
cheek these CeSOluCes. 

2 
would when be fomvlated 

7” the e”e”t thae vandalism increases, a m1rig?sion plan 
in eonsul~a~m,, with this office LO address rhe impacrs 

to any eligible zeso”rces. 1 
All areas “here there wdl be any land disrurhfo~ acti.,itie~ should be 

surveyed to identify eligible cultural reso~rc-ces prior to the construction work. 

If this office can be Of further assistance, phase ConCact the Compliance 
Division at 866-3392. 

1 3 

FOREST SERYICE RESPONSE 

1 We agree, sqnxf~cant “andalsm and/or dzsturbance of cultural 
PsOUrCeE may UJcreare Lwcaure Of increased “IsItor use 
followlog wilderness deslgnaflon “anagement requlremenrs m 
the Forest Plan provxde protectmn for these rebomrce values 
In Wllderners areas the followrng mnagemeot req”lre,nent Will 
be Implemented, “DO not pro”lde mrerpret~ve facxlltles at 
cultnral resoYrc0 SlWS, (Ior restore or enhance E”lr”ral 
resources for recrearmn prporer * See Forest Direction and 
nanagement Area Prescrlptlons 8B and 8C, Chapter III, Forest 
Plan 

2 Known edrural TeSo”rCeE LO vlldernesr and non-“lldeiness areas 
will be moubxed under rnana~emenr requirements dls@yed I,, the 
Forerr Plan, Chapter I”, Honlrorlng and Evaluaclon 

3 Cvltural res(IYrce surveys are conducted paor to ground dmturbance 
for all Forest pro,ecr BEtlVltles men rlgnlflcant CUltural or 
sclentlfrc value warrants develrpmert, cultural d~scc,“er~es are 
developed When rlgnlflcanr cultural reEO”rEeS (ares) cannot 
be avouled by a s~“en pro,ect, these sites are evnluated asd ex- 
cavared If necessary cosr. are shared by the taxpayer and re- 
EO”rCe “Ser For 80EL ldenrlfled culrulal resource EILCJ, con- 
fldentrallty IS the most cost-effeEtl”e way to protect sztes 



le. Stephen 0. Ell-iS 
Rsncf** m.eener 
A-95 Clearfngheeee 
523 Center,niel hildfng 
1313 Shemao sereet 
Denver, Cderedo 80203 

RE: DEE Pfke and San lsabel National Yorests; Comanche and 
cherrm National Grasslends. 

Deer Hr. Eni*: 

2 This effim prekre l&at the Forest serivce choose one of the alternatives 
1 listed fn the above document that will best preserve culrural resources. It 

g hea bee,, determined that the recognition of cuItura1 resources does not necessarily 
1 

preeerve them hue e1e”eces rhe chance for verdaliem. If the Perest service 
- fnereases the productivity of an area. the respmsSAlity for ~rotectiog cultural I 

reeourcee aleo 1*mxaeee. Offlcfd determinations of eligibility would need to be 
completed for all cultural reeourcee idenrified to insure that the most imwrcanr 12 
eitee are profecfed. The Forest Service would also need to be prepared to monitor 
and @ice the locarions of the eligzble euleural resources to prevent vandalism. 3 
Shouid vandalism OCEU~, a ~1.n wmvld need to be prepared to mttfgate this adversa 1 effect. 

mie office is concerned that cukural reeourcee be adeqeately protected 
and, from all appearances, protection is not adeqvare a= the present the. The 
Fereee Service Iwet caneider protection meawres in light of their plans co 1 4 
increase prodvceion as amazed in alteernatives A. C, b D. 

We emend the PCX..C Sem’ice for %ts desire to f”cre.%se the o~~orC”“iW to 
Interpret end manage cultural reee”rcee for vieicore and ecienrlfic study. AB 
these plane eve formule.d rhis effice re*“eete the opportunity to review them. 

A8 a p.inc Of xnfa-tiun, the NaLional Register of Liistorie Places eligihilir 
criteria end nwi*atien procedures are set forth in 36 CPR 60, while the procedures 
for seeking a determlnarion of eligibility are described in 36 CER 63. The 

5 

advisory council m ltistorie ~eserve.cien procedures (36 CFR 800, referenced on 1 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

1 Intena~ve cultural resource surveys are made prror to amy resource 
develapment acr~v~ty ravelvm~ ground d~st~‘banee ThlS pPa”ldes 
the be.t opp.artunlry te ldenrlfy ..d protect Celtur.1 resources 

2 nanagement requirements m the Forest Plan. chapter III, naoagement 
hrec.tmn pronde for ~de.t~fwat,ect. mteiqretatum. and pro- 
tectu,n of cultvral reso)urces as well as a nomnatmg procedure for 
mKhs1on In the Natlend Register Of “leterIC Places see nanage- 
menr Actlvlty A.02 (cultural Resources klageme@L~, Chapter III, 
Forest Plan. 

3. see reepense to Cement 2, letter L-5 

4 see response to comment 3, letter L-5 

5. The sra~ement ,n the Draft EIS “as m error and has been comected 



Efr. Stephen 0. FlliS 
septembx 28, 1982 
Page Rm 

LETTER L-6 contmued 

page 223 of the ~~1s) enumerate the general scene to be followed to achieve 
adequate eons~derarion of cultural resourcee. 

If Chic office can be Of further aaefsfame, please ermtact the Compliance 
Di”is3ieon et 8664392. 

FOREST SERYICE RESPONSE 

NO response necessary. 



LETTER L-7 

STATE OF COLORADO DEPAnTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 1201 M Arx”lU, A”1) Dnnr cdor~.lo m2z ,m, 15%90,1 
FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

November 10, 1982 

htr. stemen 0. EllZ 
state ciearlnghouse 
520 State Centennzal Bruldmg 
1313 She-me” street 
Denver. Colorado 80203 

JfGi~ 16 i3Sz jJJ 

73EST 

~wm Of LW Grmernmnf 

Dear MT. E111.5. 

The Colorado ~eparment of H&ways has completed 1% review of the 
Draft Env~mmental Impact Statement and Land Management Plan for the 
Sangre de Cr~sto. Greenhorn Mountam. Buffalo Peak, and Spamrh 
Peaks #lldemess Study Areas and has no cements 

‘Thank ,‘o” for the a~,mt”“lty to renew these docwnenrs. 

+ very truly yours, 
l-l 
k Harvey R. *tchlso” 
0 rnrecmr 
” oI”~*lo” Of Tra”spmtetml Planning 

,ye-FNu 
Barbara L.S. chocol 
Manager 
Prqeet De”elap!ne*t Branch 

HO response necessary 

II 

II 



LETTER L-7 contlnved 

DEPARTMENT OF H,G"WA"S STATEOFCOLORADO- 
1201 East *r*mwa MS cm""DI colondo Boa2 Pw157.9011 

November 10. 1982 

Mr. Stephen 0 Ellrs 
state Cleerlngho”Se 
520 State Centenmal Bmldmg 
1313 Sherman street 
Denver, Colorado 80205 

4 
+?$@,;~p. / t$?;, ;;q$$ a’%o i_ .,* ‘9< “‘%>,\ 2 OyBr %t 

mar Mr. ElllS’ 

‘,I,= Colorado Department of Highways has completed its revmw of the 
Draft Envummental Impact Statement and Land and Resource Managelnent 
Plan for the Comanche end Clmarmn National GraSslands and has no 
cements. 

2 Thank you for the qportnnrty to review these documents. 

’ br/ truly yours, 
E 
- Harvev R. Atehlson 

Dlrecior 
D1”ISlO” Of hansportatlo” Planning 

FOREST SERVICE RXSPONSE 

NO response oecessary 

By~5dzv 
Barbara L.S CiwCcJl 
Manager 
FTo,ect De”elapme”r Br?.“Ch 



COLQkWM3Q 
RemId D Llrnrn 
mvernor 

YeaH: Al= Pollvrfon conrroi Di”*s~oon 

BE: EIS a*-118. Pike and San Isabel Narional Forests; Comanche 
and Charm” Narional Grasslands 

DATE: November 30. 1982 

-------_-__-___-_----- _-_________ 

“‘he Air P0ll”ti.m ConCml Divirion has reviewed the ab.,ve referenced 
deeument, and we w.,“,or find (1) any discussion of existing air quality, 
(2) an identifieafion e,f air quality implications Of severe1 ma,or 
Foreet Service activities being prqmsed. such ae th.,se from issuing 
ski area permits, increasing the e”t~“r of timher prod”cLim for meeting 
firewood demand in Colorado’s Front Range. and increased mntmlled 

1 

burning; nor (3) an idenrificacion of the role of the ~areat service in 
sir qeality managemenr, and ,,a~ that role relares to the State ~mplemen- 
eation Plan. A” adeqvare EIS would hove to address these items, as a 
minimum. 1’ 

Attached is the air quality dlecuse~on taken tram another ~oresr %r.,ice 
Plan prepaced earlier this year Fear the Arn~aho and Roosevelt ~arional 
mreet.. It can serve as an example in chat it addresses some of rhe 
major eleme”fS require* by NE.4 Also attached is an enerpe then from 1 2 
Colorado’s recently submfered SIP regarding the conEomity of federal 
acCio”s reqviced by the Clean Air Act. These wvo atrachmenre should be 
useful in assisting the Fereet service co write e 8eccio” on al” quatiry 
for the final EIS. 

If you have any questions or require ersistanee, please call Karin Osrlund 
of the MT PolhCion CO”CIDl Dlviaio” at 320-4180. 

KO,Skt 
*TTAcH. (2) 
EC. Peel Nazsryk, 

Office Of “erlth Protection 

FOREST SERVICE FZSPONSE 

1 The Final EIS and the Forest Plan have been revued to rnclude 
dzscussmas of the role of the Forest Servxe and the State >n air 
quallry menagemeor, IdeOr~f~C.rlen of mqer seurces c.f elr 
pollurlon from FereEr BCLIVItMS, and rastrng axr quality see 
the SeCtIon PROTECTION, Chapter III, m the EIS and the SectIon 
FOREST PFmEcTI0N, chapter II, m the Forest Plsn 

2 These twe attachments, the air quahty d~e~“se1en excerpted from 
the Draft Env~romental Impact Statement for the Ara@,o and 
Ree~evelt Netmeal Fereets’ Plan and the excerpt from tie Stare of 
Colorado document regardxq the eonform~ty of federal actux,s 
reqvlred by the Clesn All. Act have been reviewed and were helpful 
I* the preparetxm Of rhls EIS 

4210 EAST 1lTH AVENUE DENVER.COLORADO 80220 PHONE (303) 320-8323 



Enclosure to Letter I-8 

Air cwdty 

Aa quahty over man of the Foren Y beheved m be gmd wth respect m 
*he SIX poll”fantr monlrored by the Envronmentd PrOtectmn Agency (cehon 
nQm.¶%lde, ptwtachemlcal oudantr, stiw dmuk, nlmgM dmxrde, lead, 
and total suspended pamdates). 

The large* Y)urce Of au pdhmn from Fare* actlvlfles 12 smoke 
from frer bth w,,df,rer and prerabed f,red and fu~,U”e dust from un- 
paved Fores? roads. 

The state has ldentlfled Tulo ar qdIty pmblem areas )Usi east Of the 
Forest. There are the &km Denver Au maw Mamrenance Area 1” Boul- 
der, Denver, 3effers.m. end portmnr of Adam, Ampabe, end Em&as SW”- 
t,es. and the Lmgl Pee!x Air Quellty Mamtmarce Area m easer* Larmer 
and VIeStern weld cvuntles. The besehne elr gwahty and expected gowfh 
ln there areas were the barIs for tiler der,gnatwn. TheK area5 mu* meet 
spcdlc ar qudlty reylatmnr that are ddfe-ent tram ttase for the rezf 
Of the rtete. 

The Fore*% role m alI quay management Is m mrdlnate Forest 
actl”Lfles With state end federal air qualrty co”uv, esxtr. Ttm Is eccnm- 
phskd by pmpaty manag,ng the ar pdutlon created ty Forest servue 
acf,v,~es such as presdx-3 fire, constru~,on and we of roads, and the 
Operatwn ofvarlous faclht,e% If alsD ,ncbde~ rev,ew Of Sk1 area psmt 

g 
apphcamw far potentrd ar quahty mpacn fmm fireplace smoke and auto- 

c 
mobde exhaurt. The Fore* has respons1b%hty for pmtecmg Fore* lands 
from adverre n”pecP created by external yIurcea Of au pauutmn such as 
tiumlal plants end automobda. 

Frotecrron: Au guallty 3-63 

Enclosure to Letter L-8 

The Forest managesaaquahtymwdderners areasto prevent adverse 
rmpaca m wrldernesr valuer. such management ,nc,"des rewews end reuwn- 
me"datm"S an new Iource ennmng facdmer to ensure mnphence "Rh 
,rlle Federal 'preventro" Of srgn‘flcmt detamratron" pamt program color 
photographr were taken from key "Sws wthnl The Rawah Vlldanes durmg 
the I”rnrner Of ,979 m record benchmark va*,,,ty. There photographs are 
kept as a permanent record. The same YE,VS ,vd, be photographed pe?md,c- 
ally m evaluate and record any changes. 

The Forest @mPhes vmh the agrldt”ral burnrng apphcatlo” and per- 
nut req”‘reme”P Of the Air Pcd”tlo” Control DlVLsW”, colora* DepemlE”T 
Of Health. 

Tempwary ar degradatlo” *es wxur but doer not exceed air quaw 
reg”latlons for the fo”owl”g reasnns: 

0 we Is en wentral compO”e”t of the ecosystem to vJh,Ch prermhd fire 
s apphed, and the emcismnl produce.4 *mm bumlng are natural mmponmts 
Of the en”M”me”t ,” Which they OCC”r. 

0 ReSLTihed fue 15 “red es a too, to dspose Of forest res,ciuer and to achEW 
many other forest and range management ob,ec*l”es When other “m!alC alter- 
na*,ves are huted. 

3-64 Rotectmn: Au Quality 
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II.B.3. ENS”iuNG CONFCIRMITY OF FEDERAL *Cl-IONS 

““fortunately, the language Of 176 (C, 15 extremely vague both A” terms or tne 
crlterle to be used I” “eking SUCh a aetermlnatlcm, and I” rrr,,,s ot cne 
respective robe* Of etatee and feweral agenolee rn asPess1rq the auequacy “t 
that determmatmn. EP* he.5 158wed guraance documente 2” an *trm,yr co 
clarify these 1eeue5 (Federal Regletere 4-L-80 ana l-22-81,. l,ut ,,,“bt “I the 
eubste”tl”e quldance has remamed rn draft form. 

one proposal wee to require each stat.e to cev15e IL5 SIP by eete011sr,,nrJ Ire 
own CrlterIe and procedures to help aeeure the canformlry Of eeurrai dCLI”“b. 
Its intent was clearly to give statee a “OlCe rn aefermlnlng W,,aL Ezltecla 
ShO”ld be applied by federal agencres, and to enaae StateS to ,uoye “nrLner 
those Crlterla were being applied approprrate1y I” speclflc Instances. 
~,,oeher document had speclfred that eqht crrrerra oe usea on an ~n~rrlrn basks 
by au federal egencles I” malrmg their determlnatrons ot conformlry. 
““fOrt”“P.tdy, thle guidance Isn’t blndlng becavee fun.1 rulemanrng nas “OL 
taken place. 

The DI”1510” eqgeers that 51x fma”.g5 be made by the proposrng agency to< 
an acflon to be considered “I” conformance with the CoIoreao SIP.- Hwever, 
not all of these fmdmgs are apphcaole to all federal acrmns, I” borne 
ceeee, the aSSeQeme”t COUlO be conslaered “adequate” If only two at the 
cr1terr.3 are met. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. The actron IS COne1ete”t with all the control Tlea5Yree Gnat 
are wwlded for 1” the SIP. 



C. PrO,eCtS that are tra”ePortatm” related 

a: x = always, 0 = *o”etlme* 



LETTER L-9 

UPPER ARKANSAS 

Water Conservancy Distri 

Dece*er 14, 1982 

Bruce A. w.argan 
Forest supervisor 
“. s. 0ePartmellt Of AgcicEulture 
Forestrv ServlCe 
Plk a& San Isabel National Forest 
1920 “alley Drl”e 
Puebb, co 81008 

Re: O.S.D.A. 

FOREST SEWICE RESPONSE 

3 The 0b,ectmn stated has been connldered 
user’s rlghrs or water owner’s 

No lnfrlngement cd water 

lmplementarlon Of the Forest Plan 
rlghrr 18 ImplIed or lOtended by 

EC. MemberS Of the Board Of DIreCtoTS 



LETTER F-Z 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
o*.*. ol,rRlcI co-P5 OF ENc.lNELRS 
6014” I PDIT OFFICE .ND CO”ll,HD”JE 

<11.11” NESRA5”. 6L(101 

“ROPD-H IS October 1982 

nr Bruce H Morgan, Forest superv,sor 
U.S. Forest serv,ce 
Pi!+2 and San lsabel Natlona, ForeIt 
1920 “alley or,ve 
Pueblo, co 81008 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 



LETTER F-3 

t3Kl-E OF COLORADO 
DNIXON OF COMMEKE AND DfvfmIMWT Dcparrmen, 01 Local *earn 
I,I,skm”“Yr”, hlU - u.k.z.co mm Rrr IMI w&m 
October 18, 1982 

Bruce Morgan 
Super”1 SOP 
Pl!w an* San Isabel National Forests 
910 Highway SO West 
Pueblo, CO 8,008 

oear Mr Morgan 

I would 1,ke to put on record the State of Colorado's support, fro,, an 
economic development perspectwe, of the proposed development of Qua11 Mountain 
and Twn Lakes Recreatlo" Complex 

Lake and Chaffee Co"nt,es, where the development would be located, are pr,onty 
targets for State ass,stance to local economic development efforts because of 
the area's execsslve dependence on the mmng Industry, an* Its PeS"ltl"g 
vulnerablllty to the hlStorlcally cyc1,cal character Of tills industry The 
present depressed econom,c condlt,on of the m,mn9 ,ndustry and the Leadv~lle- 
Buena "lsta area lend ur9ency to th,s need, but 1 want to stress that the 
state sees ecOnOmlc dlVerSlflCatlOn a5 a long-term problem, requ,*,ng for 
Its rol"tlon a long-term Cmmntlnent to ~"aht" deYeloDment such as 1s DrODOSed 
by Twn Lakes Assoc,ates. Such a year-&nd kecreat~bnal development ht 
TW" Lakes W,ll also help meet another goa1 Of Colorado's econonnc development 
POllCY, to encourage I"te"s1Ye tO"rlsnl development areas OutSIde Of the I-70 
corr,dor. 

Before ,t becanes a real,ty, the Qua,, Mounta,n,Tw,n Lakes development wll 
have to cmp,y wrtl appropriate federal, state and local regulatory requre- 1 
ments I" a sarlsfactory manner, and tills Ol",slon's S"PPOrt PPes"mes that the 
developers w,,, do so. I 

I want. to urge you to Contln"e to include tile propose* development Of qua,, 
Mounta," and Twin Lakes ,n Forest Serv,ce planmn9, and to facllrtate a far,' 2 
and speedy reYleW Of neces*ary pemt app11cat1ons 1 

FOREST SER”ICE RESPONSE 

rh.n proposals by all govemmental en&es bav1ng permlttlng or 
regulatmg suthonty relarlve to tile *rapeal or twang special 

cc. Oennls O'Nelll, Twn Lakes Arsauates 



Umted States Department of the Interior 
OFFICEOFSURFACEMINING 

aedamatlon and Enforcement 
BROOKSTOWERS 
,020 lST"STREET 

DENVER, coLoQADo mm2 

September 13, 1982 

Mr. Bruce H. Morgan, Forert Supervisor 
Pike and San Isabel Nat2on.31 Forests 
1920 Valley Dnve 
Pueblo, co 81008 

Oear Mr. Morgan: 

Thank you for rendIn us the copy of your Proposed Land and Resource 
Management Plan for the Pike and San Isabel Natronal Forests, the draft 
enviranmeltal impact statement (OHS) on the proposed plan, and the sumnary 
document for both draft EIS and proposed plan. 

We have revrewed the OES and Management Plan and have no cowr2nts at the 1. 
present time. If a coal explaraGon and/or m,mng plan were to be submItted, 

.zj followng coal leasmg. the 0% would be involved ln the mwe permlttlng 

1 
W process under the prows~ons of the Surface Mimng Control and Reclamatwn Act 
,!, Of 1977. .- 
K Once again, thank you for the opportumty t@ conxnent. If you have any further 

questions, please dvect them to Charles M. Albrecht, Chief, Envwanmental 
Analysis Branch, Western Technical Center. (303) 8374656. 

$egY.&L 

+- 

Allen 0. Klein 
Adnnnrrtrator 
Nester" Techmcal Center 

PONEST SERVICE NESPONSE 

1 we have added the reference to the Surface nmxng Control and 
Rechmarron *et Of 1977 see FEE Chapter III, hnersls and 
Geology seetsm. 



LETTER F-5 “sospamnmlto‘Hou8tng~“r!J8”~ 
DB”“6l R ,o”alamaGma. RBgan Yl” 

.-.- Exaamve wareuldirq “4 
;,:i I ;.--;. 105c”ll*smu 

- 1 ‘-d~,~k.,*smm 
“CJLJ i.’ 

~2rCrZG A/g: 3 9 

October 21, 1982 

Mr Craig W. Rupp 
Regwnl Forester, Rocky Mountain Regron 
U. 5. 0. A. Forest Seruce 
11177 West 8th Avenue 
Lakewood, CO 80225 

Dear Mr. Rupp 

Thank YDU for the opportumty to review and comment on the 
draft environmental impact statement (EIS) for the Pxke and 
San Isabel Natlonal Forests, and the Comanche and Cimarron National 
Grasslands, Land and Resource Management Plan 

Your EIS has been reviewed wth spec,Rc conslderatlon for 
the areas of responslblllty assgned to the Oepartment of Haunng 
and Urban Development. This renew cansldered the proposal's 

3 compat.?bllw with local and regronal comprehensive planmng and 

' 
impacts on urbamzed areas. We do not endorse one alternative over 

2 
another, but do fwd that this EIS IS adequate for our purposes. 

w If you have any questions regardvg these comments, please 
contact Mr. Carroll F Goodwn, Area Env>ronmental Officer, at 
8374102. 

Robert J. Matuschek 

Ofiifice of Regnnal Coinnumty 
Planning and Development, 8C 

mREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

NO response necessary. 



P.0 Box 28 
Leadvile. Colorado 80461 
Telephone 303-486-0413 

October z,, 1982 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 



LETTER P-22 

UAACOG 
UPPER ARKANSAS AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

P 0 BOX 510 canon cay, ColoradD 8,212 

Nwenber 8, 1482 

z P*dsanIsabelNa~Fcu~ 
910 Highway 50 west 
pueblo. co- 

81cm 

Dearte.?‘rqan: 

The mxm.7 llereby wdorses the mall ~~~Iw~S~~~ 
Cpllplexasbevgamtal~tolobsKdeccnonu: 
cbff~ardrakecwm~areas. 

Thelocalofflclalshare-~onmarnl~,ectsdesrgnedtobasttberr 
lacalemrurmes. Thlspro,ectlsputoftheveffcatsMdurersrfy*- 
Ramnyawayfrcm~~- uldustr~es that fl-te ,3eFbv u&on 
them-w. In~ve~mrnulectslrkeml.5pmpwedPl~ 
areavl.able~tamlds sDlwlg the -pmblembevrJexpenwcel 
SuetO~layDffSlllthe-. 

I--FJ=Fa ~t~,&and~~ptolnclude 
& rtmyw-Manag-tPlanfortheP*KdSan~saMNatronal 1 1 

Forests. 

FmEST SERVICE RESPONSE 

CHAFFEE CUSTER FREMONT LAKE 
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cc Dennlr O’wrll, Twl” Iaakes 
RSsoClateS 

Bill Hall, chaftee covnty Partnezrshlp 
Steve Schmltz, meecmr, DI”L51.3” Of 
comerce and Development 
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pzmest supervisor 

USDA F0orest servuT.9 

1920 Valley mLve 

memo, lolorado 81008 

*tttentzton: irr. se, autAe* 

7 yirld ad lnld life habitat In Lake “ounty and northern ihaffee 

: County. 
I 

1 

The LakP 0Lwntg 3011 COnSerYatlo” DLstrlct 1s concerned about 

the Plke-&n *Sahel Hanagcment Flax for the Upper h-hanoas. 

le understand that o”er 700 acres of imber .zre to be narvested 

each year thru the next ten years. ThlS 16 to increase l,ateP 
< 

The Lake ‘Jaunty Sol1 Conservarmn District does not belxcve 12 
that %he timber IS present. Lie also oellove that inth this amo”nt 

Of clear cuttmg, Lake axlntg’s strem banks ,d.l oe suoJected 

to increased erosxon. The streacc banks are beme damaged at the 

present tome by irans-mountau, :~“erted vaters. The entitles 

In”Ol.,ed LD the dl”&“ClOnS hC~e done little to im,te~t the tm.“!r ~.I-OSlO”S. 1 3 

The U~iler irkansas =nd its trxbutanes PPC contamu~atod by 

-ala* dlscharps. ‘.‘il,> ,,iscnarps seti1. io the ‘hottow Of ihe 

channels untC m,h i-unoff, .Z,.~:UPD the 

t.!,e flshorz?s, Ii-PILatJ.Sn aiers, as 

the bank. 

FOREST SEWICE RESPONSE 

3 

lodgepole pine L>y- _“_” 
the desired water yields The pre*Crl*tlcm WLth a r*er*at~o* 
emuhar~s allow -L- ..-- Tf the C1...C”L. sheltervood or selecrraa 
h&*r merhods 
t&u ob,e-+..- 
natural levm 

LYS SDS Y 
, and requrre less v*ge&on mauptiarlon to meet 

---.I*. The Potential for vlcrease* erG*lon above 
el* has been greedy reduced by these changes 



utter F-35 co”Llnved 

As Ilfels2; pes;oenis Cf the area .,e Ii-se tklt tnese problems 

,,,:: lj’,j to ,*-et ,~n::: gcu an-’ dlSCU32 t,?: 

I 

4 
be aisr - ,- . 

yabiens. 

YOUPS truly, 

PA a* a..*>? -I:; C.-r:>, :rL-5:. L 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

4 The FlMl EIS an.3 Forest PIa” address yovr concerns Forest __ he “““nit _. OffICerS WSlCOrnS t... .,,-;“nlry Lo dlSC”SS LneEe l**“e* line 
lhsrrrcr Ranger L” leadvllle ss well as Forest officers m Pueblo, 
*L-e *“allable to meet sod dlEE”SS your concerns at any Lime 
Please glY* us a call *t 545-8737 (Pueblo office) or 486-0152 
(Leadvllle OffIce) 



2 itk7%%Faup+ 
‘, state ca.lservatio*ist 

cc: Perer c. Myers, chief, SC?.. u*shingtoll 0.0. 

0 
ln.s4lEa.mdhn Drnu 
IS a .c.U” CJ ms 

u Delml IDICY”Yn 

FOREST SEWICE RESPONSE 

that -Ia tc.ns-per acre per year 1s an average maxlmum acceptable 
level OP SOll loss 00 the Nstlonal Grss*laod* when rmtlgarlm 
m***“re* have been apphed 
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OFFICE OF ENWRONMENTA PROJECT REVlEW 

Roan 688. Bn,khg 67 
oenver Fe&r*! center 
oenver. COlOmdO 80221 

ER 82,1538 DEC 0 2 1982 

WI656 

* Bruce H. Morgan 
Forest s”pervlsar 
Plk and San Isabel National Fast* 
1920 “alley onve 
Fu.eblO, Colorada 81008 

We have revxe.ed tie draft Envmmmental Impact Statement and the land and 
Resource rMs.na~ement Plan for the Pike and San Isabel NatmnsJ Forests and the 
Comanche and clmarron N**lo”al Grasslands, as well a5 the W~ldelne*s study 
Area Reports for the Spmsh Peaks, Greenhorn M.xm~am, Buffalo Pea& and 
sangre de cr1sto areas “lthln the Plk, San Isabel and Rio Grande Natlad 

5 FmeStS Of Colorado. 

IL LWD Pm REmRcE MAIwGEfm PLAN 
N 
0 FlSh and wlldllfe Resa”rce* 

overall, the plan represents u great improvement 111 the managemenf of fish and 
“lldlrs reso”rces on the Forests and Gras*lsnds we suggesr that the Forest 
Semxe ~m~dmate the fish and wzldl~fe aspects of the plan closely wzh the 
Colorado DIY1510” Of hldllfe sad the saIlsa Foresmy F1Sh and Gsm? conanlsslo” 1 1 

The management plan should ensure complmnce wth the M~gratoxy Bmd Treaty 
*cc and the Bald Eagle PrOteCtlO” Act such **ovlslmls **e of parrlcular 
lmpartance m detennlnlng the sultablllty and/or acceptabllny Of eea.9 for 
mineral leasing *Ctl”ltleS 1% could find no dxxussmn af errher Act and 2 
belceve that rims onuss~m should be rect~fmd m the fmal plan. 1 
UT, page 25, Thmarened and Endangered Speaes, bath the bald eagle and the 
peregrine falcon should be shown 85 acmrrlng on the Forest seasonally durrng 3 
thelrm~gratm permds. 1 
Pages 91, 98, 99, and 102 state “A co,,clwvx, by the Forest Sernce (FS) 
and/or the Unaed States Fish and Wxldl~fe Sernce (USWS) that the actmn 
will )eop*rdm the s”mI”*1 or rec0”el-y Of federally listed threatened OT 4 
endangered (l&E) wildlife or plant species ‘* To be conx~tent wnh the 
Enrlangered Specms Act, we recmend that the word “will” be changed to 
“15 likely to I’ I 

FOREST SERVICE SSSPONSE 
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In specific reference to the clm=rron Narlonal Grasslands 111 Kansas, several 
mnagement lndxatar species were l~.ted. In order to mamtal~~ or lmprave 
habItat* far these species, proper gInrIng and grassland management must be 
cansw3ered. Cons~deratmn of unused (m~razed) block= of grassland and avmd- 

I 

5 
snce of grazing m rlparlan areas would unprave habitat condltmns for rhese 
species The addvxon of these mns~ement optmns mto the proposed forest 
management plan (Alrematm A) should be cans&red. 

The draft Plan sets forth (p 82) three “theme” crlterla far nmln=tlml Of 
properties m the N*tlonal Reglsrer Of Hlstarlc Places we recmend that 
thxs polxy be resrated to more accurately reflect the requnwnents of Sectum 
110(a)(2) of the Natmnal Hlsrorx Pres=rv=tmn Act of 1966 (as mended), whxb 
dmecrs each Federal agency to “establsh a program to locate, mventory, and 
“Omuuxe all plqmmes lmder the agency* ohnershlp or control 
that appear t; qualify far lnclusm* on the El.almlal Register 
Natmm.l Re~ster cr~tena (36 CFR 60) 

.‘I, and * 

Mineral Resources 

The general d~recttm seem to imply that leases or permt5 would be deued on 

2 
some Natmml Forest land m c.we= where 31 degree (60 percent) or steeper 

A 
slopes are as*ccl*ted WI* a lease or a pOtentl*l n”Nng aperatml Thirty-one 
degree s1opes my c-y be found I,, the “n”“t=mow areas co,,t=r,ed I,, the 

: 
Natmnal Forests. It 1s likely that my mmeral resources can be found I,, 
steeply d1pplng terra hwl.ng slopes greater than 31 degrees It should be 
made clear whether a 31 degree (60 percent) slope connected many manner rvlth 
the sppllcatlons for leases, permit*, or coal explor*tlon licenses LS cm- 
sdered suff~mnt reason m and of mself to r=com,,a,d agamst or deny co,,s=,,t 
If so, thy= polxy seem5 unrealistic, and should be reev=lu=red 

IYIUIERNESS SIIJDY AXE.4 REPORTS 

Mmeral Reso”rces 

7 

We recomnd thaf the followmg be ,.ncor,m=ted lnta the wilderness study area 
(WA) reports. Lands m the Spanish Peaks, Greenhorn Momtam, and Buffalo 
Pealcs areas are classlfled a5 praspectmzl~ valuable far ml and gas The 
lands ~TL the spmd P=* ===k ==e =I=O ci===lfl=d a~ pr~spectlv~~y v=mb~e 
far coal. and the lands m WI/Z KS1,4, W4, sectm,, 31 T 30 S , R 68 W , 
6th Pnnupal Mendm”, were classified as coal land on Decmber 28, 1910, =,,d 
October 1, 1964 The lands 111 the Buffalo peak5 area 111 sectmE 18, 19, and 
30, T 12 S , R 71 W , 6th Pnmpal Mendm,, are also classxhed =s prospec- 
rlvely valuable for potassmn and Sodnml. 

The four =“b,ecf reports should mclude statements referring to the cmbmed 
” S. Geolog~al Survey (USGS) d Bureau of k,,es mmeral surveys bang done 
on each Of the ws.4’S Althowh remits have not vet been cowleted on the 

6 

9 see response number 8 above 

1982 f&d m=st~g=tm.s of fhe Wkm’s, USGS p&de= the foliowmg, b===d O= 
preM”r”~,’ exasunatmn of the field data and general kmwledge of the re9mn 
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Spamsh Peaks The WSA report cmslders mxh of the area to have moderate 
to ,,I@, pore,,tuI for bath locatable and leasable mmerals. USGS field 
w,rk has not dzssclosed my s~gn~fmn~ meral~ratmn. Prellrmnary data 
suggest a low potenma1 for locarable mIneras only near the sumlnr of 
the West Spmsh peak Coal mderl~es the study area at great depth 

10 

Greenhonl Mounralns~ The WSA repmt mndlcares a high p4xemlaI for mcat- 
able mIneral* 111 mcb of the study area. Although there 15 s~gnlfmnc 
m,,eral~zatm” autszde of the study area, USGS sties faxled to ldentrfy 

I 

11 
ploglcal en”lrm*r f*“orable for mIneral deposm and a gm-ray 
scmnllmeter survey dxd not locate any anomalous radmactzn?~ rntim 
the study area 

Buffalo Peaks The report md~ates low to lugh potent%3l for locatable 
m.,,erals and low to h& potentml for leasable mmerals m “armus parts 
of the study area USGS stiles have delmeated four areas of meral 
potelltXl. 

1 Low to moderate porentml for occurrence of sxluer-beanng lead-zmc 
“em m all area which llubdes the western margm of the weston pass 
dxstnct. 

2 Moderate potential *or “ranlm re5o”rces In an area south of the 
B&al0 Peak.. sx@lficant tmmm!-beanng ,aspernd resomes are 
estmated by cla,m holders 

3 and 4. In areas representing the eastern margin of the GrsNte dl*rrlCf 
(3) and the Fourrmle drstnct (4), quartz-pyrite-gold “em I” Precambnm 
mcks hOId pOtentl*l for gohi re*o”rCeS. Although most Of the Granite 
and the Poumle dxstnczs II= mtszde of the study area. the “nnerallratl~ 
1s thought to extend into the study area 

Sangre de Crrsta The WSA report suggests hxgh pocentxal for leasable 
mnerals tionp the eastern sde of the central part of the study area. 
The assessment 1s probably based on the belxef thar the study area lzes 
I,, a thzwslunned thrust belt. mmg USGS field work, source and reser- 
“OCR racks were not fmd at the surface and aermtmt~ maps rndrcate 
that nm*t Of the fault.9 are nor shallow thrusts, *us placmg the targets 
for 0x1 and gas, x!i my, at great depth The only potentml for leasable 
mer*ls ldentlfled IS for geotbeml power along the west-central side 
of the stiy area. “SC5 studres mdlcate a) high pocenrlal for lOcambh 
merals (base-metal resources Cu, Pt, Zn, Au, and U) m two areas, one 
m the east-central and one I,, the south-essstem pan, and, b) m&rate 
potential for locatable mnerals m several northwesf-trendmg elongated 
zones u, western, central, and eastern parts of the study area. 

The results of tuners.1 surveys should be fully cms~dered before ma!aw final 
recam*tlons for each of the far w.4’5. 

P1Sh and wlldllfe Re*o”rce* 

12 

13 

FOREST BER”ICE RESPONSE 

10. see respoose number 8 abo”e 

11 see response number 8 shave 

12 see response number 8 above 

13 see response number 8 above 

On pages 29, and 99 of the Sangre de Cr~.to report reference 1s made to the 
greenback c”mhra*t trout (SalIn clarlu sotmlas 

---T--J 
The greenback 15 natlYe 

only to the eastern slopes ?%-sie sangre e cnsto MQlm~alns. The native 
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prwate land to the’s&+,, of the iti,L In addmon,‘Mr Zuckem ml1 be 
recomndlng m a report king done far the NatlO”al Park sernce that t.ledano 
Creek be considered for possible relntrcd”ctlOn Of Fal Grande cutthraa* 
nccordlng to l”k Zuckemwn, hkdam creek meets all Of the Crlterla for rerntm- 
dwslon developed by the Colorado Dlvlslml Of Walll&. 

llr -. 

we quest10n the desl~atm Of lands in Flglm 11 (p. 67) on the eastern 
botily of Great Sand mmes NatIonal Monmnt as semlprmtl”e motorlied 
The only road pemtratmg IntO that zone 15 one short ,eep road up hbrrlS Gulch 
behmd the mommxn resxlence area. nere IS *a posslblllty Of motorized 16 
trwel a”ywhere else I,, the zone show, In addltml, we suggest that Table .I 
(P. 100~ of the sanme de cnsto doNmen* Could be llmrO”ed b” mcludmE Great 

I Sand Bile* W~ldenGs. 

BIM wlldemess study Area.5 

TO insure that readers mderstand that some Of the WA’S lKluded are managed 
by the Bureau of land KanagMEnt. we suggest that the BIN WA ulllt numbers be 
lnCluded m the text ad that the unts be uriwldually ldentlfled (labelled) 
ml the naps. me ml* numbers are. SlacA Canyon 050-131. South Pmy Creek 
mo-13ZB, Sand Castle - 050-135, Papa KS1 - 050-137, and zapata Creek 
050-139s 

NatIonal Natural Landmarks 

The Sxmsh Peaks have been dmgnat.4 a5 a Natmnal Natural Landmark because 
of natlanally s+mIficant geologlca features we belleve that m1derness 
des~@atmn would also enhance this area’s natural qualxt~s and therefore INS 
des~gnatmn a5 a natmnal n?tural landmark. Althoush mch of the NNL 15 

I 17 

1 
I 18 

recmended as Lmavallable *or nunera leasing or *or no-s”rtace-accupancy 
1easlng, exploration/development of locatable INneral appears to be pemttsd 
The Spmlsh Peaks WSA report should fully evaluate the effects of 
desqnatm on the Natural Landmark 

cultural Reso”rce* 

14 Habitat for the El10 Grande CUtthroat troll* was conaldered m makrng 
the Porest ServlCe recommendarron for the sanere de ‘rlsto Wilder- 
ness study Area The Dlvlslon Of “lldl*fe, N;rlonal Park sermce, 
and Forest SewlCe are “Orkmg together to rECO”er this Epecles 
from Its threatened Srer”S 

17 ThlS 2s a good suggesrlan These numbers have been uxluded and 
the urnt* have been Ident~fled by number 

18 me effect Of non-“llderness prescrlprlons on natural landmark 
StBt”s has been addreSSed m Lhe Flll.31 Wilderness Srvdy Area Report 

It does not appear that cultural resources have been gwen adeqme analysxs 
ITL these dacments or u, the pla,,,,u,g process The Sang= de ClTsto docment 
aclolawledges the presence of a nmber of iustor~c features u, the IV.%, and the 
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Greenhorn Momtam and S~amsh Peaks documents n,dlcate a comt,rent to carry 
out cultural resource survevs ~rmr to an” rromd-dzsturbm” act~“~t~es How- 
e”=*, none of the docmmts Is’complete lil anaiyrmg exlstlllg c&ml re5ources 
or the impacts to be expected from the non-wldamess altemti”es The Buffalo 
Peaks dammnt cmtam no mentmn of cultwal resources whatsoever 

DP.AFc ENwP.ommAl nwm SrIThlENT 

General cmmne*ts 

We note that prw~smn has been made (p 3) for subsequent en”momental analyses 
and EIS’s tmred from tius Forest Plan EIS ‘Thus 1s most appmpnate, smce 
this d-n* recc%pL~res only the genera1 impacts antmpated, not thexr extent 
or se”enty Dey,&ng an their locatmn and tmng, such future actmns such 
a5 “unm& new domb~ll ski development, or tm,ber harvest could have slgnlh- 
&;tsrts and reqwre speclfx mt~gatmn ma.sures beyond the coverage of 

MInera !4e5o”rces 

The draft d~scwses fl”e alter,,atx”es (A through El that were consu,ered m 
develqxng the proposed Land and Resource Management Plan The 98,862 
acres of Forest land wltbdram from kasuw and mneral entr” are treated the 
same I” each altematl”e Two hundred se”&c/-two Forest S&m uilthdrawals 
are to be 

z by 1991 
revlewd by 1989, and other agency w,thdrmals are to be renewed 
In all cases where practzcal, these lnthdrawals should be revoked 

k and the land opened to leasmg and mneral entry 

E The nine merals and then places of occ”rence lxsted an page 137 of the EIS 
are not all of the hmn muncral ccc”rrences NIL the kmum area. Books and 
papers on geology mntammg more data on mneral oc&rrenc;~ are lxsted m 
the references (Ap~endu A) It 1.s suggested that the 11s on page 137 should 
be expanded to include all kmwn meral occurrences, or the text should be 
changed to show that the lmt contam only selected !mm mmeral occurrences 
and to explam why only these selectmns are lmted 

In partxular, 011 and gas, &eXassma and sodm” re5o”rces should be actiledged 
we offer the following lnformatlm pertinent to these resQu*ces. 

The 23 productwe ml and gas fxlds mntmned m the Cmmon Natronal Grass- 
lands plan (but not on page 137 of the DSIS) are mclmded ,,, the Hugoton Known 
C.?ologzc Stmtwe, which co"ers I,, excess of four mllmn acres m Kansas, 
Oklahoma. and Colorado, and MS men ~roducmg frm me of the largest gas 
.%comulatlm m the world smce 1923 The name 1s widely recomned and should 
be referred to 1” the EIS 

In addltmn, pmspectlvely "aluble class~ficat~ms for potvssum and so&m 
and then’ potential de”elo!xwntal unpacts were omtted In ,lme 1977, the 
Conservatmn D~v~smn of the ” S Geologxal Survey (now &MS) classxfxd the 
follmm~ lands wlthu, the Comanche Natmnal Grasslands as ,,ms+?ect~“ely 
“aluable for sodum 

FOREST SER”ICE RESPONSE 

19 me Wilderness stuiy Area reports have been expanded to better 
address e”lt”ra1 resO”rEe5 See Appendla c, ema EIS 

21 we have cbnged the reading In the rent to ShOY Lhat the table 
displays some Of the !inovn Rlneral occvrrencee m ale plamlng 
area see the SeCLlOn on “INERALS chapter III. FEIS 

22 we appIeClsre ZhlS lnfamLlon It has t.eell added LO the MINmus 
sectPx., Chapter III, FEEIS 
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6th PM, colorada 

TS 31 through 3.5 s , R. 44 w 
T 31 S , R 45 W , s-5 15, 22, 25, and 36 
T. 32 S., R 45 W.. 5~s. 3, 10, 13, 24, 25, and 36 
TS. 33 through 35 s., R. 4s w. 
T. 31 s., R. 46 w., sets. 6, 7, 8, 24, and 30 
TS 33 through 35 s.. R. 46 111 
T.S. 31 through 35 s , R. 47 w 
TS. 31 through 35 s., R 48 w. 
T. 31 s., R 50 w 

se&l 4 through 
sets. 12 through 15 
sew. 22. 23. 25, xl, 27, 35, and 36 

T 32 s R. 50 w , 
s=cs 2, 3, 10, 11. 12, 14, 15, 22. 23. and 33 T. 33 s R 50 w 25, 26. 

* 
se=* 1 and 4 
5ecs 9 througn 12 
sec5. 25, 26, 27, and 3s 

T 34 s., R. 50 w 
5-s. 1, 2, and 3 
sec5. 10 through 14 
sets 23, 24, 25, 34, 35. and 36 

T. 3s s R so w set , , 1 

': All the lands m the C-o,, National Grasslands are classlfled as prospectively 

E 
valuable for *odllnn 

VI The lands NIL Pike and San Isabel Natmnal Forest ,.,, T 13 S., R. 76 W , and Ts 
12 and 13 S., R. 77 W., 6th PM, are class~fie.3 a5 prospectively valuable for 
ptasslm WA scduml 

The lands m RIO Grande National Forest I,, sec. 11, T 47 N , R 7 E., M&W, 
are Cla!slfled as prospectively valuable for pDt~*1um 

water Reso"rces 

The characteruatmn of the propsed actm,, (Alternature A) as empbas~zm~ 
water yield 1s rmsleadlng (sum!ay). Rie &fferences u, the water yield 
esumated for the varmu5 altematlves are too small to be measurable and are 
not slgruflcat. For mtance, the dxfference mwater y,eld between the 
&wqsed actmn and the 1980 WA goals (Alternative C) 15 estimated to range 
fmm zero m the first decade to 0 2 percent IIL the fifth decade (Table W-25, 
p. 181). 

cultural Resources 

As stated on page 45 of the EIS, Alternanve A presents the greatest potentza 
far disturbance of cultural resources we agree that Illtenslve surveys prmr 
to resource actw~ty are helpful m locatulg such resources However, Lf 
Altemtlve A ~r,"ol"es the greatest nuxber of acres of treatment of ttier and 
other reso"=ce actwltles, as noted m Table II-Z, then potentzal 10s of 

23 we ‘PpreclaLe thrs udorm.tIOn 
ERALS sectzon, Chapter III, FEIS 

It has been mcluded m the “IN- 

23 

24 
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cultural resources 1s greater under thm altematwe than my other. We must 
also quesrmn the statement lmder Alternatwe C that protectmn far cultural 
resources made wlldemess arena 15 poor. On the contrary, it would seem 
that wlldemess desxpatmn would enhance pmtectmm of c"lt"ral resource ate5 
by reducmg the level of actmrtzes whxh mght threaten such szes. We would 
like to see sane clar~fxcatxm of this pos~tmn III the fmal EIS. 

F"rthemore. It 1s mdxated on page 107 that detaxled and comprehensive 
cultural resource surveys, mcludmg evaluatmns of mltural resmces for 
Natmu Register el~gLmlzty, have not yet been completed The future 
envmmxental doamnts, whxh ml1 mclude site-specific detail for project- 
level decsmm and whxh ~111 be tlered from the present "mbrella" env~ran- 
mental document, should include endence of cmplmnce wth Sectmn 110 of the 
Natmml Hstonc FTeservatqn Act and other mandates prtment to cultural 
resources Approprmte conmltatmn and coordmtmn mth the State Hlstorlc 
Presermtm" Offxers concerned should be de"mWcrated m envzrommtal docu- 
ments for future prqect mplementatmn. 

Page JO of the ISIS mdazates that Altemtlve A, the preferred altematwe, 
emphasmes unproved water qualay, fxsh mdmldllfe, recreatmn, and other 
memty values. Page 34 states that Altematlve C emphasms am1ar values, 
namely fxh and mIdlIfe habitat, mldemess, developed and dxpersed recreatmn, 
and land acqwsztmn I" YE" of these smlarn.les ln emphaxs, we are puzzled 
by the hffermg recomndat~ons for the mldemess study areas Several areas 

8 not remmended for w~lde",ess deslpatmn under Altemat~e A are recomended 
, under Altematn'e C It would seem that such smlarxtxs m eq3m.m would 

N result m solar recomendatxm for the unldemes st"dy areas. 
6; Fish and W~ldlxfe Reso"rces 

On page 122, Management Indxator Species, we suggest that the golden eagle 
be mcluded as a management mdxator spews m the Pike and San Isabel 
Natlo"al FOES*5 

On page 124, Threatened and Endangered Speczes, the bald eagle, a Federally 
lsted endangered speues should be mcluded as occurrmg m the plammg area 
d"rl"g the mlgratm" perlads 

We suggest Table Iv-18 on page 181 be broken dam mm tw tables On.2 table 
for the nmber of wzldllfe stmct"res and the other for the nmber of fxsh 
structures 

Wild ad Scenx Rivers 

The descrxptmn of the Cmrron Rwer sepenent mcluded m the Natmmade 
kvers Inventory on page 121 of the EIS 15 I" error The enare length of the 
Cmrron bver 1" the state of Kansas 1s mcluded m tixs semnt, "at ,"st 
th&;thl~ from the Colorado/Kansas border to the bomdary of the Natmnal 

Ills error should be corrected NIL the foal SIS 

I 25 

1 26 

FOREST SERVICE KFSONSE 

25 *ddltlooal d~sc”salo”s regar.drng q anagenenr Of cv1rvra1 I_esources 
has bee" lnCl"ded 137 the Forest Plan and the FEIS See Chapter III, 
mNAGElnNT DIRECTIO*, Forest Plan and the sectlo". COmAliISON OF 
ALTERIIATIYES AND ENvIRONE1UITAL CONSEQUENCES, m.apre* II, Ems 

26 see response to number 25 above 

27 
27 The b..lC difference between Alternatlver A and c IS the & 

of emphaslr Wlldernesr 15 emphasized to a lesser degree “rider 
uternatrve A 

I 28 

I 29 

1 30 

1 31 31 ThlS error has bee” EOrreCLed see the Potenrlal "Il.3 and SCenlE 
tbverr sectron, Chapter III, FEIS 



8 
LETTEE F-lo* co”tl”“ed 

Pages 17 and 18 of the DSIS display elzgxbbllay crrtena and detemnatmns 
of elxgrbllzy for iurther mtabQz*y amlysx. far the potentml mclwmn 
of three stream mm the Natmnal Weld and Sceruc Rurers System. We COKUT 
m the finding on page 17 that the South Platte Rwer from Cheesmn Reser- 
VOX to Elevemle Canyon Resenmr 1s desemg of further study to detemne 
xts elxgxb~l~r/ for mc1"smn III the Natmml Wild and Sceruc Rivers System 

However, we are conceITLed that the detematmn of lnelxgzbQlty for further 
study of Badger Creek and the Cmmn Saver does not follow the pmt Interm 
Agnculture Foal Revved Gmdelmes for El~grb~l~ty, Classlfxatmn and 
Management of Rmer Areas (Guldelmnes) In parmcular, the determmatmns 
made for the fallomng four elxg~b~lrty crxterm shown on page 18 do not 
follow the quoted statements from the Gudelmes 

1) Free flmng mtmal cond~tmn and, 2) Suffrclent "alme of water The 
Guldelmes state that "Flows are suffxmnt d they sILstam or complement the 
outstandingly remarkable values far tich the rwer would be desqnated " 
Also, we are aware of no mwmdments lone the mventorxd elements of the 
Cm&on hver of Badger Cr&k 

3) Long enough to provide a meamgful expenence. The Gmdelmes state 
"There are no specrfx reqmrements concernmg the length or the flow of an 
ellglble MIMI- segment. A river segment 1s of suffxlent length zf, when 
managed as a mid, sce~uc or recreatmnal river area. the outstandmgly 
remarkable values are protected " 

4) LXltstandmgly remarkable and pleasmg to the eye The Gmdelmes state 
that "The determnatmt of whether a rwer area cant.mx 'outstandugly re- 
markable' values 1s a prafessmnal y&men* on the part of the study team. 
The basxs for the pdgmnt wxll be docmented m the study report " The 
"study team", as defmed m the Grudelmes, 1s to be an mnteragency group. 
The detemunatmn of presence or absence of the mtstandmgly remarkable 
values 1s to be mde by a mteragency team, not mlaterally 

There 1s no data or analy=as m the EIS (or Plan) to support a declsmn to 
exclude the Clmarron Paver and Sadger Creek from further study to detemne 
them srutahhry for lnclusmn m the Natmml hind and Scemc !Jzvers System 
We be11ev.s that they be conszdered elrglble for further study unless and vat11 
suffxxent and valid reasons are shown why they should not be further studled 

I 32 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

32 No response necessary 

33 

34 

ifliiiEw! 
Regmnal Ennronmntal Offxcer 



Enclosure to Letter F-102 

Unued States Department of the Intenor 
BURSA” or LNDlAN AFFhlRS 

ALB”9”ERQ”E 4REA OPHCL P 0 BOX 8327 ALWWLRQUE YDI ULXICO mp8 
lx LTIL” Rzrr. m 

Ewiro”me”tsl 
Buallty - 305 

TO state Director, Bureau Of Iand Management, Colorado 

From chlet-, DiViJlO” Of seeolVce Development and Protection 

Subject Review Of Spanish Peaks, Greenlmrn Mountain, BufPalO Fe&S and 

5 
sangre de cr15to llilder”e85 study ATea aeporti, Pike, San ISabel 
ana RIO arande ~atfonal mrests, colorado (w 8211656) 

k we have rev1ewe.3 the ame noted e”virom,e”t* documents an.3 note that 
Q) the proposed e.dlO”S till not directly affect any Indian lands over 

“Inch the secretary Of the Interior exercises a trust reeponslblllty. 
The docme”ts appear generally well pre**.d, complete arId support the 
co”c1IIslo”s drawn. 

we appreciate the opppartu”Lty to renew the dacments 

+ 
Chef, “&a 

Ilevel pment @.“d PrOteCtlO” 

FOREST SERVICE msPowsB 

NO response necessary 



LETTER F-140 
EaJmb w wtlc, D “b! 

q wdtr,b R Kcnlc 

i!gL 

SmkAbdIhCk 
WertrllFfc. c&,wh 

VklShffC. cnlma& Fhmlc 783.2455 
Rlcm 783.2455 Arta code 303 
Arca CO& 303 

sm5z I.IS 
B%-. 6L-a /h-y--* 
z%e-L.&u”&d 

pz;Ey$IyIi 

zL6, /98C 

FOP.EST SEWICS RESPOWSB 



SUBJECT 

TO 

THRk 

I 
LETTER F-221 

~ @ s;Ef 
O”k@ n O”kQd WvnlnpmhDC 
tka SacmUR Mlrnlh Anurn 20260 

DEC 9 1982 

Review of the Env~mnmental Impact Statement of the Pike 
and San Isabel Nat,ona, Forests and the Comanche and 
Ci"!erro" Natlona, Grasslaw& 

srwe H. MJrgan 
Forest Superv,sor 

R. Max Peterson, Ch,ef 
Forest servrce 

We have renewed the subJect env~ronrnental rmpact statenat as reqwed We have renewed the subJect enwronrnenta, rmpact statelnent as reqwed 
by the USDA Secretaryrs Memorandum No ,652, Supplement 8 and comnend by the USDA Secretary's Memorandum No ,652, Supplement 8 and comnend 
you for a camwehensrve and ana,yt,ca, eva,uat,an. you for a camwehensrve and ana,yt,ca, eva,uat,an. 

As a result of our re",ew, we offer the following comments for your As a result of our re",ew, we offer the following comments for your 
CO"SldW.3tlO". CO"SldW.3tlO". You ,nd,cate concern regarding the unstable nature of You ,nd,cate concern regarding the unstable nature of 
employment ,n certa,n sectors as a result of seasonal fluctuatmns. employment ,n certa,n sectors as a result of seasonal fluctuatxns. 
YOU ~"hO", also, several human resource deve,o,,ment programs anned YOU ~"hO", also, several human resource deve,o,,ment programs anned 
at accomplrshng resource act,",t,es pmv,d,ng employment tramng and at accomplrshng resource act,",t,es pmv,d,ng employment tramng and 
development programs development programs You have cited f,gures pertaimng to past and You have cited f,gures pertaimng to past and 
total populations wcludrng age, dlstrlbutlons, ,ncone, and distnbut,"e total populations wcludrng age, dlstrlbutlons, ,ncone, and distnbut,"e 
exgendltures. You have w-qected numbers of persons, ,"vo,ved ,n exgendltures. You have w-qected numbers of persons, ,"vo,ved ,n 
tralmng (both yo"th and se",ors) ,n such pmgrams as the Youth Conser- tralmng (both yo"th and se",ors) ,n such pmgrams as the Youth Conser- 
"atlo" Corps (KC), Young Adult Conser"at,o" Corps (YACC), Senior C,t,zen "atlo" Corps (KC), Young Adult Conser"at,o" Corps (YACC), Senior C,t,zen 
Serwce Employment Program (SCSEP), College Work Study Program (CWSP), Serwce Employment Program (SCSEP), College Work Study Program (CWSP), 
as we11 as Volunteers. as we11 as Volunteers. 

It appears, however, that you have ne,ther enumerated the racial compos,twn 
of the """orrty ~o~u,at,o"5 nor ,dent,f,ed the geogrqh,c ,ocat,ons of 
the m,nont,es (women, handrcapped, and sernors) potent>ally affected You 1 
have dealt qu,te thomughly wth populat,on changes and growth but have not 
presented these data breakouts by ethnic groups, numerical changes, actual 
partlclpatlon rates,, etc. 1 
We shall look forward to rece,v,ng your fun, statement ,ncorporat,ng 
these data mom explicrtly. 

FOREST SER”IcE I(ESPONSE 

1 Demographic data 1s available m the planning records lc, the 
detailed descrlptlan Of Human Resource ""ITS Raelal COmpOBltlon 
and &talk of mmar~ty kscatv,ns was nor provided or, the Plan and 
EIS because during analyslr *Ins lnformatlon had no effect 0" 
alternarlves and was not affected by alteroatL"es Reference tII 
racza1 COmpSlrlO" Of mlnorlty pop"latlonS and geogr+mc loc.tlo~E 
Of mlnorlty groups lnfomatlO" have been added 1" the Forest Plan 
and EIS 

t-Jhakzw 
IsIooRo RODRIG”EZ 
mrector 



MywumJY 

LINN WSHYYIE. 
-naSutr December 12, 1982 

The above referenced pro,ect has been processed by the 
DIYISLOII Of the Budget Under Its clearinghouse 

I? 
resp~,,sLul~t~e~ as described m the Federal Offxe of 

a 

management and Budget Crrcular A-95. 

: 

After revue" by u,terested state agencxes, xt has been found 
;h&t" proposed pro'lect does not adversely affect state 

E"cl.osed are c0lm"e**5 concernrng tin.5 pro,ect for 
yc,ur ;"formatlo" and referral. 

1f you need any add~tu,"al clarrfrcatmn or mfomat~o" 
regarding the state clearmghouse's a&LO" please contact 
*Ills office. 

LYNN MocavoRB 
Dzrector of the Budget 

FORSST SEWICE Fo3SPONSE 

NO respnse necessary 

By: LIiLAJ- 
Alan D. coi-troy 

v A-95 Coordlna 

m:mc: sr 
E”ClOS”reS 



E”ClobYre to LetteF F-255 
STATE ACEBCY A-95 TRmSMTTAL FO%Y 

RettIe* to. Di”lSl.cm Of the Budpet, Depart”ne”t of Adm~n~*tracro”. 1st noor, 
CapLrol Suilding. Topeka, Ka”sa* 66612 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

PART I Initial Project Nocdication Review (TO be cmpleid by Clearingho"sef: 
The attached project has bee" submitted to the state Clearinghouse 
under the ~rotisrons of the Federaal. OXB circular b-95 revised. q Return by 
This form provides mtificac~ora and opportunity for revie” of 
this project to the agencies checked belou. Please fill in 
Pnrt IL and Part III below *m return to the State Clearinghouse. 

pj ,“,“;&. *“aurn 

&f”S 
Agr*c”ltu*e - ma 
civil Rights CodSSiO” 
ECO”oaiC nevelopnent 
Ed”Caflon 
F%Sh and Gaue -?.mmissiqm 
Health an.3 s*“irorme”c 

Is I*tO*iEaI society 
=A 

P.?xlEU AGENC~SS 
0 Huna” Resources 
0 Kansas Corpracion cacmiss~o” 

Fl 
~arli and Re.w,vrees Aurbrity 
Social and Rebab~liration Services 

El 
state CO”.er”atfc.R comissian 
Transportacio” 

m water Offtce, Kansas 
0 

p”Tk Nature of Agency ee”<ev come”ts (To be completed by rwiev agency and returned to C”) 

CheckWle or more approprtice boxes. Indicate ~omme”t+ below. Attach additional sheet if 
neces N y or use reverse side. 

n .quest clarification or additional hnfo. 0 sugpescLms for irrprovlng pro,ect propo*a 

NO response reee*aalY. 

z &&$- A uurr YL-e 4#e&&! &e& * F& rLdf*. 
4 &ecu be * 

A”J& 
*LIV VD&# ,” NW4589 

E/ / 

PAra 111 Recommended State Clearieghovse Aecxon (To be completed by re*iev agency and 
returned to Clearf”gha”se~: 

Check one box only: 

r-J Clear&e Of the prqeet Sh.“ld be BJ Clearance of the project Should not be 
granted delayed but thy Ap+canc should (in 

I-J Clearance of the pmjecc should be 
the final appli;ation) address or clarify 
the qYe5t~o”s or concerns indicated above 

delayed ““ml rile issues or q”e5clo”s 
have bee” clarified by the *pp1ieanr q Request the opportunity to reviev the 

fma1 appllcatm” prior to svhlssia” to 
the federal fU”di”L agency 



EnCloEUre to Letter F-256 

Kansas Fish i :y&$ttgm ~~u,“,~~~~~~~~ ofRre 

@ Game hd* cm linluu 6,801 No,,hr*nw aemonol om* 9o”lnn.d Rwlmol omca BoildB &,, cfihl - 2od Is-h BOX54A R”RALROUTEZ PR&TT KANSAS 67 ,3,6,672 5911 &$TQ-j3gj$g$i~ S~“~~~~~ 
November 17. 1982 f?/u@ 

la cr** w. nupp 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

Research Narvral A.& “egetat,on tr.ab.,r .&A necesrary to 
regenerate or perper”lCe tree srandr Vlll OCCYC where required 

3 see response number 1 above me Forest Service “Ill Ilot Edan 
any fuelwood sales an the Gras*lands 



Mr. Craig w nvpp E”cloE”re to Letter F-256 
Page 2 
November 17, 1982 

and has affecred, both directly an.3 mdlrectly, the wildlife reso”rce 
Of the charron Grasslands. 

My concern oiler tile placement Of new weus is more one Of aeeess 
roads rather Lila* aecu.d damage created by tile drill site Itself. 
oue* the past few years a rremerdovs amounr Of rr2ds have teen created 
due to the OLl and gas developmenf These t?alls are elrher direct 
Connections to well sztes or fralls stemung Off well roads that 5 
have pushed fareher and farther into pre”io”sly no”-aceesslble areas. 
1 believe this increase3 “ehxccular acce55 has had a negaei”e impacr 
on our vildlife resauree d”e to wildlife harassment d”m% Crlflcal 
periods Of the year. 1 

This leads co a diseusslon Of item Ixa on page 14 Of the smnmaw 
Of the 7x1s concerning lncreaslng acces* car recreaL1c.n on gO”emme”C 
lands. As menrloned, there IS already a large neniork Of rrafls 6 
ad roads an rile CimarrO” Grasslands. There are few placeS left 
that are only accessible by foot I do not belleYe any fvrrher roads 

2 are needed ear recreaLioMl puzposes 00. this part*cular masslands I 
a I further cug*esc rllac Yehicular rrawk be resrrlcred LO established 
w rralls except for work relarad aCti”*tles* such as care Of livesrock 
* or wildlife hddcat CO*S~nLcm.O”. Purrhemore, off road eecrearion 7 

vehicles Shod.3 be reStrICted to dealgnated areas and to the ri”er 
channel O”lY. This “ml.3 5a”e 0” harassmenr Of wildlife and Ilvesmck 
ad deter me deSLrucri0” Of the aesLhefi.2 value of the GraEs!.ards. I 

8 



le. Craig w. nvpp Enclosure to Letter F-256 

Page 3 
November 17, 1982 

FORFST SERVICE RESPONSE 

9 we agree Vlth YOY sod have modlfled the statement LO ret1ecr your 
concerns see the SOILS section, Chapter III, FEIS 

Hark sexson ’ 
District Wildlife BiOl@Sf 
s. star lb”Le, Garden city. KS 67846 

cc: Joe Kramer 
Bob wad 

l-7 

E 
VI 



STliTE AGCNCY h-95 TRANSPLIITU. mm EnEloS”re to Letter F-256 

xerncn to: *i”rsrwl of the Budget. mparmert~ Of Adomlstraclan, 1st Floor. 
Caplrol B”lldZ”!& Topela, Kansas 66612 

0 BoClflCatiO” 02 I “FGF- 
PROJECT TITLE: Draft En”rronmental. mpact statement 0 Preapplieado” 
plke 6 San Isabel Natrpn~he h mmarrom Final AwHcarion 

DXTE REYIRJ PROCESS SIARTU) DATE REYIEW PROCESS FmED SAI UnLBER 

9-8-82 10-5-a Ks820908-003 

P‘wr I Inltral Project Yot~fieation Review (TO be coaplecd by Cleannghause~: 
The attached pm,eCF has beers s”bmiffed to exe state Clecrmghouse 
under the provisions of tile Federal om Circular d-95 revi*ed. q Return by 
TX* form provides norificatzlon and oppaceun1ty fO.2 re”lev Of 
rhzs project to the agencies checked below. Please fill in 

q Eqmiic.2 
*arc IT all.3 Part IT1 b&J4 and retYrl.3 to the state clearmghouse. i--J Add. Info. A”d.l. 

REvlEw *oENClES 

[ iE”~~~*-c:iLO” q ““man Besovrces 
Kadnsat c0rporaei.m Codssfon 

r-=i Economrc Develome”~ 
Pali and Resources *“hTority 

; Education . 

% 

& Social and Rehabilleaeion services 
i=j str‘ce ConservatLon con!missfm 

x- F%Sh ami oaue cmmir5iqg 0 Tran*porfacic.n 
Health an.3 EnvrramenC 

8 
I!ater OfRce, Kansas 

m =-scorical Soelety 

Cl quest: elaniica~fon or additional L”fO. q sug~esrions her improvrng projrer proposal 
-.- Commlh: 

7+ ,c 1 wll-,l~factt tb?JY 15 v,ta, need for new source* Of ellerw With,” 0”P 
~PIPF tn relieve our dermdence on fort?~"n ~morts. Eoth the Draft 

v,r,.nmenta, hnact statenent and the drowsed llana~enent plan has enphas~zed this fact. 

ha,.,evpr to affer the mt majority of recreatm lands (once ret aside for preservatm) 

=ta ex,,,orat,on wth 70% to 044 surface occwancy awears to be a" extrme Penalty to PaY to 

PAYT IIT Recoccaended state CLearln~hovse *crion cro be co&em? by re"le" agency and 
returned to Clearmgh.a"se): 

check one box only: 

rnP.EST SERVICE RESPONSE 

10 The amount of surface occupancy allowed m the Forest Plan IS of 
little difference to What IS currently pemtted The National 
ForeSIs a4 NarNnal Grasslands are maoaged far many uses, one Of 
WhlCh 15 PrOduCtS from llat"r.1 energy depaslts 

&F- lflm -fg?J 9-z7-gt 4 , I 



E”clos”re to LetteF F-255 

FOREST SERYICE RESPONSE 

accom~l,sh tb,s goal. 

With due cansideratlon to the economic benefits that may be derived from 
adoptlon of the proposed management plan, there IS reason to be,,eve that 1 11 
mass,"e degradatwn of these areas ,011 occur. Although the plan assures 
long-term, stnct management practices, h,storrca,,y federal momtenng 
programs have been unsuccessful xn achwving the onglnal goals autllned 
or proposed. Federal "mon,ton"a", to date, has connsted of a sopb,st,cated 12 
system of keeping ex~en~lve records of v,olat,ons or overpmd"ct,on on 
federally-controlled lands with "lxttle or no" actxon taken to correct the 
problems created. 1 
The question IS; "What assurances may we expect from the federal government 
that snmlar ~mb,e,,,s w,,, not occur as a result of tb,s part,c"lar proposed 

13 

management plan?" I 

13 see the nlnerals SeCtlOLl Of Forest-“de Dlrectlo. m Chapter III, 
Forest Plan Implementatmn Of the management requremenrr 1” 
the FarerL Plan “,ll prevent site degradatlao 



STxrE AGCXCY A-95 IRANsM1ITI.L POW 
E”C1OSuY to Letter F-256 

RetUrn t”: Di”z*ia* Of the BUdbCC. rleparment of Administra~iio”. 1s Floor, 
capit.a,l Bullding, Topeka, Kansas 66612 

Part II aId Part III belo” and return co I 

5 -- Agncuuuure - DWF. 
vi1 KqhCS cownission 
onom~c Llevelopnent 
“carion 
sil and mile comLssiqr$ 

ealtb ana Environment 
isforical society 

- - Park and Resovrees ‘4”amriLy 
rl social ard Rehabil5taarion services 

SLace CO”ServatiOm comnussrm 
Transporcacian 
k!ater Office, Kansas 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

NO response necessarl 



LAKECOUNNPlANNINGCOMMISS10N 

COURT HOwe - LEAwlu!z, coLoEAm 8046, 

December 14, 1982 

u. 5 Forest serwce 
P,k-San Isabel Narlonal Forests 
910 Highway 50 West 
Pueblo, Colorado 81OC8 

Attn. Mr Bruce mrcJan, superv,sor 

Clear Mr. Morgan: 

I” response to the proposed Land and ReSO”rce Management Plan 
for the rlmber harvest level I” Lake county, the Lake county Planmng 
Colmn,sslan strm 1 OppOSeS the timber h&west plan scheduled for 
the ne*t te&a"d feels that the complete harvest concept would 
be detrimental not only to the eSthet,CS but the 5oc,a1 an* ecO"Omlc 
stablllty of Lake County 

Awwently the only co"s~derat>an g,ve" by the U. 5. Forest 
Serv,ce was the benefits the Front Range would receive, wth no con- 
s,derat,o" 9,~" to the colRnu",t,es d,rectly ,"volved w,th such a 
plan. The J"z.t,f,catlo" 41~". by your dewrtment, for wch a harvest 
1s for a" increased water yield, wh,ch 1s so "egl,g,ble lt would not 
benef,t any area, carnmerc,al timber, ,mprwed wldhfe hab,tats and 
recreat~o". Such a plan could actually endanger wildlife and ellmlnate 
a large Port,"" of good cross sk,,ng, h,k,"g, hu"t,"g and cam~ng areas 
I" the Lake County area. 

The Late County F'lann~ng Commss,"" feels that these proposals 
far exceed good forest management pPaCt,CeS and proCed"PeS and we 
hereby reqwst that the U 5. For‘e5.t Service reevaluate the management 
plan for t,mber harvest I" Lake County. 

After due co"s,derat~o" and rev,ew, the Lake County Planning 
Conmnss,"" objects on the grounds that the prowsals are ~"co"s~ste"t 
and lmcompatlble Wlrh the Lake county Comprehewve MaSteP Plan 

Yery truly yours, 

3~“c;p..” 
Lake county F%;mmng CommssIo" 

FOREST SER”IcE RESPONSE 

BP ap 

cc D,str,ct Ranger Elde 
county Commrssloners 
File 



Forest Supervisor 
P2.k & SanTsabel National Forest 
1920 Valley DrlVe 
Pueblo, Colorado 81008 

mar Mr. Morgan: 

In our AWll 21, 1982 letter to you we Indlcate.3 our total opposrtron 
to the tmber harvest IeYe “OU ormected for tile Leadvrlle DLStr1Ct. 
our OppoEiltlon at the tulle was b&i on prellmlnar” lnformatron that 

+ your LeadvLlle DlStrlCt Ranger pro”lde.3 since the proposed Land and 
I5 Re40”rCe Manawment Plan and aSSOClated Environmental ImDact statement 
k was still m fix preparation phase. 

z NO” that we have had an opportunity to review your Iand and ReSo”rCP 
Plan we are Ln total opposition to the hSlC premrse Of tills Plan as 
Lt relates to Lake county. YOU= r.anLL and ReSO”r-Ce Plan 1s I” dxrect 
conflict with the Conlprehenslve Plan prepared for Lake county I” 1977 
by the Upper Arkansas Area and Cauncrl of GO”ernmentS. With seventy- 
four (74, percent Of Lake county I” Federal awnershrp you “0”ld think 
that a Federal Agency (Forest Servxe srxty-five (65, percent of the 
Federal ownershlp~ preparnq a comprehensl"e land management plan for 
It?. Iand would produce a plan that would be very .Imllalr I" matctlmg 
the County ob,ectxves. Please note paw 11-16 (copy attached, of our 
Com~rehens~"e Plan with ~artrcular e"Phas=s an the goal statement. 

our CUrrent mineral based economy m"5t he dlverslfled. Tills Board, 
the colN""nlty and, our CltlZe"S have held a series of meetings and 
workshops (some "lth outside dwelopment experts) to deternnne our 
Optm"S to dlverslfy. In"an*ly the result 1s that our best aptmn 
1s to drverslfy znto the recreatron/to"rlsm based economy. mua 
the goal set I" 1977 "---to lnS"re the qualrty Of recreatIonal ex- 
perrence In the county a5 a whole" IS e"er so mportant today. we --- 
Intend to Sh" you ,ust a few examples Of where your Land and resource 
Management Plan 1s 1x1 conflict wrth thx goal. 

1 

1. Sk1 cooper. mrmg the 1981-82 Sk1 season, Steve Kersche”, 
the area manager. COndtlCted an extensive survey to determine 

FOREST SERYICE RESPONSE 



ILttor b-LRh oO”tm”“ed Page TWO 

98 Management Area. All Of WhlCh 1s I” the direct “lew from 
the SkL runs Of Ski Cooper! 

2. cross country Sk2 malls. The ma,or Forest ServlCe operated 
Sk1 tra115 I” Lake county are located 1” the west Tennessee 
Area. These trails are extremely popular and draw people 
from dl5ta”t states because Of the excellent snow condltlons 
an.3 “autstandlng” natural beauty. Local. business 15 acher- 
tLSL”g these traJ.15 tone example 15 mcluded, across thrs 
Nation. ?he book titled Colorado Sh Country USA, which 1s 
dlstrrbuted “l&l” throudmut the United states. DrOYldeS In- 

3. Travel Industry: Our proxmlty to the I-70 corrx,oe, Aspen, 
“all an.3 the DlllO” area and, our area Of outstanding SCenlc 
heaut” oenerates considerable actlv~t” I,, the travel for smht- 
e...,; Gusmess. our b”Sl”eSS comun;ty IS galng through con- 
slderable effort to expand this aCtL”lty. 

NO”, consider that the bulk Of the timbered land on 51ODt?S 40 Percent 

4. Bachpacklng and Trail HlRlng: Mt. Elbert and the other fourteener 
and the Forest servnze trail network draw DeoPle to th1.5 Count” 
fro”! all over the United states and for&l Cb”“trleS to Cllmi 
and 3.” Other ways use. our business comnunlty 1s gearing to 
Serlvce ttne actlvlty and encouragrng zts increase 

We feel that the water yleld premise needs some discussion because lt 
15 the apparent reason that the umber harvest level has increased 
1800 percent over the 250 hzBF scheduled 1” the Upper Arkansas Land 
Elanaoement PIa” and the 797 lxrcent increase over the 755 MBF the 
Lead;llle DlStrlCt sold I” 6032. ACCOrdlng to Donald sinmyer and the 
others from Lake county who net “lth you on oecenber 7. the ProJected 
water yield 15 rather small. 1: thl.5 2s true then we questlo” the need 
to ra15e the harvest level. *gal”, keep In rnl”d the Ob,ectl”e of this 
county relating to recreatzon opportunity and then consider the General 
DlreCtLO” in the 9B Managenerlt Area; “Resdve conflicts between water 
q”allty,q”antlty an.3 reSOCrCeS I” favor Of water!” solle Of the Drrme 
recreation OP?Ort”“lty reso”rccs Wlthl” Lake county can be resolved 

4 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 



Letter 1-286 contlnurd Page Three 

rqilt down the &xl" by speclfred dlrectlo" I" your Fla"! 

Accordingly to the local D~V~SLO" of MlldlLfe Officer and other 
cltlzens I." this county Ione "rth a !eLdhfe Management Degree) 
the proposed har"eSt level "ill have a devestatlng adverse mpact 1 5 
on our local elk herds. Thm would be .L" direct conflict with 
another premise of your Proposed Plan of lm~rovu~g the ~lldlzfe 
habitat. 

Your Envrronmental mpact statement makes a play on tile benefits 
the county Treasury Will gal" from the 25 percent Of the receipts 
they "ill recexve from the sale Of tmher. Yes, the county Will 
receive 25 percent but 1" 1982 these f""dS were SUBTRACTED from our 
w&y"' 1" he" of taxes (PILTI entitlement --- we didn't gal" one 

I 

6 

me above are ,"SJc a few Of our concerns and examples of how your 
proposed Iand and Resource Plan 15 1" direct co"fl.lct "rth our 
Comprehensive Plan and 1x1 other way5 adversely affect the b"su,es= 
caNn""lty and cltlzens of lake county. NOW we Will offer s"a~eSt10"s 
Irequest) that you can make for your-final plan that we bell;& C./l..11 
satisfy us and enable you to effectively manage the ~atronal ~or==t 
*or ollr mutual benefit. 

1. Reduce the tm,ber h=r"e=t to the FL.82 level which, accordmg 
to "our Lead~llle offxe records. was 765 Mm total volume 

': This provzdes the crl'acal need for fuelwood that a large number of 
CltlZenS Of Lake county depend upcm as a pr1eary heating fuel. 

~kcordmq to the local DLV)ISLO" of Wlldllfe Offuxr thzs IS a 
N ""Ch "wre reallstlc level to meet "lldllfe habitat LmprOvement pur- 

poses. By our ObSerYatlonS Of past management actlvlty and thorough 
knowledge Of tile forested lands "lthl" Lake County we fee1 *Is Ieve: 
LS compatable "lth our recreation emphaSLS for the county. 

7 

1 

2. Delete all 9B Management Areas wrthl" Lake County. change the 
west Tennessee and South Fork Of Lake Creek 98 areas to *A 
(necreatlo" - Semlprlmltlve Motarrzed,. Change the 9B area 
west Of TUrgYDlSe r.aXe to 3A ,Recreatlo” - Semlprlmltl”e 
Nonmotorlzed, . 18 

These changes “O”ld p”t the s”b,ect lands into a classlfrcatlan that 
L-S cmpatable with our Comprehensive Plan and we believe allow proper 
management to meet wrest serv1cas ob,ectl"es. 

3. Include the 1B (Recreatlo” - DOWnhl.ll Skllng, Ma”age”e”t AreP 
know” as *“all Elo”“tal” In your fL”eil plan. 

ThlS deslgnatio” Will preserve the Optlo” for conslderlng a Sk2 area 
development proposal we recogn2ze that considerable more study Of 
the area IS requre.3. to determine the actual feaslblllty of the 
National Forest and private lands to support a =!a area development. 

9 

7 

Of deer an* elk +nnrer babltat, and malntaln a “lsually attrac:tl”e 
and drverse landscane The Fiscal Year 82 harvest level Of 765 
"X. of conruued,‘vould not achzeve these desired f"t=re con- 
dlrlons Wlth.L" a reasonable time frame 

50%~ mese changes place more UOQ~~S~S~ 0; the re~~eatl~n, vl.uai 
and vlldllfe reso”IIces of Iate county and are comprtlble “lLh the 
lake county “aster‘ man 



Letter F-286 eontlnued Page FO”T 

In ending, we want to emphasize that Lake County has the resP"SlbllltY 
to LtS CltLZenS to provide an environmentally sound qua11ty Of IL+.?. 
we have the res.po"slblllty to provide the opport""L+y to our business 
comnun~ty to dlverszfy and thx “111 requzre an en”lro”“~entally SO”“~ 
e”“lro”ne”t. me Camprehenslve Plan for Lake county reflects those 
lZSpO”SlbllltLS. we “Lll use every means available to us to have 
y&and and RBSOUTC~ plan modrfred to reflect the needs of lake 

FOREST SER”ICE RESPONSE 

NO response necessary 

II 



Enclosure to Let&F F-286 

Antlqmted D~volqxmnt 

NO h”“, drslpn I”P the z3r.a has bee” set 
\lIIL(’ LlW Ll”d I. ,,,I, vwned by the B”rea” al 
Ih < 11111111!,<1” IIISL\I.“I t ,hP I orc’it scrv,cc w,,, 
“S~w”C IhC ,nnt, II 1111,111 thP 1”k.x “1 n h.ter date 
Uy the end ul Lhv ,un,mc~ of ,971 some 200 cm- 
prng ““ltb .lPO”“d LhC Idkes Will IX COmplCtCd 
MOW ““lb “m- “ntl‘l,l”tr‘, at mc cx,st,ng Fwry 
Pea!i Campground IWO more boat ramps are 
.dso ,k,n,wd In, ,l,c IIPC., 

At both lakes. O”CC thorn IS P demand there 
will be pcrmltcd ,I ,r,“nte concessm,,eer for 
bout 1antn19, ““d > p, I”.I,C campgro”“d Wdh 
showers. luunrh) ~.,u~l>hrs innd fncd,t,es the “SFS 
doas not h”“C 

1 10 
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FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

11. see response to number 4 above 



“l,L,,llS II”ILDI”(I 

,. * “C”.D. .“Z 

I,ETTER F-502 

ClTY OF C0LORAD0 SPRING5 

CDLDllOO DOS.7 
P 0 BOX 1101 

DEPARTMENT OF P”BLlC UTIUTIE5 
W~~,TER-ELECTRIC-Ci*5-WnSTE WATER 

OPBnTE OB TAB DIRBCTOR 

December 15, 1982 

Hr. Bruce R. Moraa” 

FOREST SENICE RESPONSE 

NO response necessary 



E”C,OS”F. to Letter F-302 
COWNTS BY THE cm OF COLORADO SPRINGS 

TO TEE FOREST SEWICE 
ON Tm LAND AND aESO”BCE MANAGEHENT PLAN FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

The Colorado state water law Of prmr rppropna~mn, designates who 
has r1dlts LO water once lt enters a stream Chanod The Forest 
serwe has Ilo plans at tins rune to ClaMI any~addltlonal varer 
that may be produced by Forest management actI”ltles 

1 

2 “earher m,d~f~~at,c,n pmposals are given cons~deratwm, however, 
the Forest SerYlCe has no plans Of lnstlgarlng Its own weather 
modrfrcarlan BCtlVlrleS All weather mdrfrcatran pmparalr Will 
be s”b,eCt to the NIlPA process and en”l*O”mental analysis 
EnvlromenLal ASSeSSmentS or Impact statements Will be reqnlred 
before any pro,ects are permitted me roresr Service “111 deal 
with each prupasal on a care-by-case basil. 



FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 



8 The Forest sermce IS aware Of the cooperative agreements and Will 
atde b” Lhelr I-eEtnctlOns The Forest Sernce COnSldem DIneral 
lease .&llCatlonS on a care-by-case basis to lns”ee adherence to 
all laws, repularlons ad agreements spec1.d Stlp”latlOnP “ill 
requre Imlted or no surface “se as reqnlred 



mP.wT SERVICE P.ESPONSE 

I 
8 

tatlo* Wlul ;n”ol”ed Natlanal Fares system users 1s 8” integral 
part Of the re”leW pracesr 



FOREST SEWICE RESPONSE 

11 me Forest SeNlCe agrees that exlstrng urlllry CO~~I~O~S or 
r~hts-of-way shwld be used to rhexr full poreotd when the need 
has been ldentlfled men apphcarloor t-or new corndors are 
received, the Forest sernce reYle”S the proposal Wlrh an 
lnterdlsclpllnary ream to msure appropriate en”lrome”tal 
analysla, md to derermlne the rourmg Of LIE corrr&x, an.3 the 
terms and condrtlons m.rpularlonsl for the protectlo* OE the 
e”“lrOme”L WhlCh are to be included I” the Special “se PermLt 



December 14, 1982 

Bruce Morgan, Forest Supervisor 
hke and San Isabel Forests 
1920 "alley 
Pueblo, CO 81008 

clear "r MoPga", 

0" November 10, 1982, the PlkS Peak Area Co""c,l Of Governments 
re"iewed the "SOA proposed Land and Resource Management Plan for 
Pike and San Isabel National Forests and the corresponding Draft 
Env,ronme"ta, Impact Statement. Fomal act,"" was postponed until 
the December 8, ,982 meet,"g. At the Oecember meet,"g. the Council 
gave favorable colrment on the Forest Ser",ce Plan with the preference 
that only the Sangre de Cnsto WSA be designated as a Wilderness Area. 
A mpy Of tile staff cmnts presented to me Pikes Peak Area Co"ncll 
of Go"ernme"tr are attached 

Durmg the PPACG d,sc"ss,on on the Proposed Forest Plan, a k'epresen- 
tat,"e from the C,ty of Colorado Springs Oepartment of "tllitms 
expressed come wncerns relevant to the P,kes Peak Regm" The PPACG 
wshed that these concerns be ,"cl"ded wth the overall co"m?"ts 
Hence these concer"s are ,,sted below 

1 The Forest Sernce notes through "egetat,"e mampulat~on, snow 
fences and weather modif?catnm, an ,ncrease m water ywld of 
approxmately 22,000 awe feet could occur on the forest. In lrght of 
the growng populatmn ,n the areas wth and adJacent to the forest, 

1 

and the attendant ,ncreased demand for water, th,s add,tm"al water. 
,f ,t 1s truly addrt,onal water and not weather vanatmn, ,s for the 
benefit of ex,stlng water users. The ownersh,p of th,s water should 
not aCCr"e to the Forest Service. I 

2 The plan also notes that the Forest Ser",ce wll dete"m"e Water 
needs necessary to manage a,, P~SOUPC~S on the forest through obtalnrng 
water r,ghts and ob~ect,ng where wter "se w,,, ,n.,"~e the nat,o"al 
forest The plan goes on to note that the "se of the "Reser"at,o" 
Pnnciple" to detemne and obtu" r,ghts to ,n-stream flaw volumes 
to protect and ma,nta,n strem channel stablhty and capac,ty ~111 
also occur In light of the recent l,tlgat,o", the op,n,on IS g,ven, 
that the Forest Serv,ce does not have the r,ght to appropriate I"-strea 
flow "ol"mes of water. Rather, that right 15 excl"s,"ely reserved by 
State stat"te to the Water Conser"at,on Board. Th,s ap,n,a" also 
applies to the Forest swwce mantalning m,",mum stream flaws con- 
s,stent w,th flow needs for management. 

2 
m 

FOREST SERYICE RESPONSE 



LETTER F-304 continued 

Morgan 2 12/14/1982 

3 At several points I" the Plan, the Forest Sernce talks about 
1lmItlng dlverslons and releases from reservoirs as well as other man- 
related flow PesO"PCes that tend to change eq",l,bn"m con*,t,ons of 
channels and adversely effect water qua,,ty Agern, the Forest 
Service has "0 authonty under the State water laws to control the 
dl"ers,on Of water 

4. The Forest %=*v~ce also notes that they wst, tr, ma,"ta," and 
Improve water qua11ty 
would be lmple"lented 

The monltonng plan "sing the STORET system 
The Forest Service also notes that the degree 

of prec1sla" and rellab~hty 1s "moderate " At the same time, the 
Forest Serwce drscusses wsual reso,,~ces and the ,mp,eme"tat,o" of 
visual quality obJectlves. It 1s noted that a "h,gh" degree of 
PreCls.10" and relTabTl7t" 1s "htarned wth the ",*"a, ma"ageme"t 
system In c0ml)anna the two. we RI ~~~ ~"d that water quahty momtonng 
1s done through sampling and analywcal laboratory a"alys~s w?th a 
degree of rellablllty well establ,shed. At the same t,me, the evalua- 
t?O" Of "lS"al a~allt'" ah~ect~".s IS a SUbJeCtlYe evaluation to wh,ch 
no degree of rei&llltY IS .3deq ,"ately estabhshed. 

I 3 

I 

4 

5 I" light of PPACG's charge on water quahty, and the ,mPIementat,o" 
Of the PrOJect Aquarius, It 1s felt that m,t,gat,"g ",eas"~es for 
mineral actwltles should recogmze mun~lpal use of water A" 
addltlonal stlpulatlon needs to be added to the m,"era, lease st,pu,at,o"s 
That stlpulatlon should prwde for the l,ab,l,tY of the leasee for 
treatment cost If ~ollutlon occurs to watersheds used for drrnklng 
water purposes and that the leasee shall bear the full cost 
Addltronally, that leasee should bear the burden of proof that palluhon 
did not occ"r OP that the pollutlo" that occured 7s not .,f a s,gn,f,ca"t 
economic dwadvantage to the water users I 

i6 

6 Mineral leasIng wth Surface occ"panc.~ has bee" ldentlfled by the 
Forest Service for CePtaln areas that are wth," the drainage a,was of 
mumc~pal watersheds On Pikes Peak 
dralmng Beaver Creek and Gould Creek 

they are the South Suburban sYstem 
Elsewhere on the forest 1s 

Montgomery Reservoir at the head waters of the South Platte, Rampart 
Reservo7r On the Front Range and Turqwse Resewo,r 7" Lake County 
Mineral Ieaslng wth no surface occupancy has bee" ,de"t,f,ed I" 
watersheds for m"mc,pal "se lnclud,"g the south and east slopes of 
Pikes Peak dral"l"g l"tO the Seven Lakes area, SeverY Creek, north 
and south forks of French Creek, Ruxto" Creek and the area above ~,g 
Tooth Reservoir In light of the mineral leasing act,v,tles, adequate 
Protectw" for mumclpal watersheds should OCCUP at the cost of the 
forest and/or the leasee 

5 

4 NO response necessary 
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Morgan 3 12/14/w32 

AsTde from these concerns, it mw he noted that the best Servrce 
Land and Resource Managenent Plai generally ,s compatrble wth the 
overall regronal plans for the Pikes Peak Area. We apprec,ate the 
opportunrty to cDmne"t on the pPOpOsed Forest Plan. If there are any 
q"e*tlO"s please fee, free to ca,, me 

FOREST SEFmCE RESPONSE 

Oavld Jf 3a,amon 
Regional Planner 

No response necessary 



MEMORRNO”M 

TO 

FROM 

Pikes Peak Area Counul of Governments 

David Salamon 

SUBJECT USDA Forest Sernce Land and Resource Management Plan 
for P,ke and San Isabel Nat,ona, Forest 

since the November PPACG meet,ng, more staff ana,ys,s was g1Ye" to the 
proposed Forest Ser",ce Plan, ,ncludlng an add,t,ona, meetxng w,th 
Forest SetvIce PePPeSe"tatl"eS. A clanflcat,an was so"4ht for tile 
two "WOP points I" quertwn, (1) the reduction ,n W~ldeiness Area 
deslgnatlon, and (2) the apparent emphas~r ,n m,nera, development 
act,v1ty Consequently a dlfferent perspective was acquired which 
pe"mts staff to reyerse the orlgln.3, pos,t,o" and hence recomnend 
favorable conrne"t. 

2 
Thro"gh d,sc"ss,on wltb Fwest Ser",ce reprerentafves, lt was made 
clear that the reductwn I" proposed W,lderness Area des,gnat,on has 

* occurred for acceptable reasons. For the Sangre de Cr,rto Wxlderness 
Study Area WA), the red"ct,on occurs predom,nate,y on the "fr,nge 
area5 " These wter areas wwld allow portions of sce",c wlderness to 
be expenenced from motorized "ehlcles by those people who are not 
fortunate to h,ke the ~nter,cr parts The Buffalo Peaks WSA was not 
Included for Wtlderness Area des,gnatwn because of the close prox,m,ty 
to human settlements However I" this case. the des,~"atlon 1s a 
Management Area defined as "provldlng for win-motorrrid reweat,on 1" a 
non-w,lderness sem,p~nn,t,"e sertlng ' Most of the Lost Creek area 
has been preserved as W,,derness Area ," the pre",o"s ,977 RARE II 
e"al"atlon The rerna~mnq Lost Creek further elanmn~ area non-des,a- 
natlo" OCCURS because the-present patter" of mixed land use affords io 
reallstlc poss,b~lrty for Wllder"e55 Des,gnat,on. Furthermore, any non 
W,ldernesr Ees,gnatwn does not preclude other Forest Ser",ce act,",t,es 
$"cb as pro",d,ng w,ldl,fe habItat needs, forage productlo" and watershed 
rehablllratlOn 

Regardmg mneral de"elopme"t actlv~ty, Forest Service representatives 
point out that the Plan 1s I" actuality redumng the amount of area 
avaIlable for mnera, ieasmg W,thin the body of the Forest Plan a 
set of mre strmgent standards and g",de,,nes for en"wonmenta, 
protectnm has also bee" Included. Addltronally the Forest Ser",ce 1s 
reqmred to grant mrneral lease pemts to all appl,catrons wh,ch meet 
the standard requirements. The alarming increase 7" mineral lease permxts 
cOntaIned Wlrh," the Fore*t Plan 15 Only an Psr,n!.3+e of how maw PetTIlts 

Enclosure to letter F-304 

PPACG 2 11/30/1982 

the Forest Ser",ce ant,c,pates Hence, the Forest Service has l,tt,e 
control o"er the "umber of perm,ts granted, 1f all the gwdel,nes 
are met HOWYW, each m,neral lease permit appllcatlon does go through 
a lengthy ve",ew process 

Finally, the Land and Resource Management Plan represents the general 
d,rect,on the Forest Ser",ce ,n+.endr to go dur,ng the next 50 years 
Spec~flc items of conflict or Jurlsdw.tional problems can be taken up 
dlrectly w,th the Forest Ser",ce ,n a separate process The Plan 15 an 
attempt to ,mxease the level Of managment for the wJt,ona, Forest 
wh?ch has not prewously been dlsplayed. 

Staff Recommendat,~" - staff recommends fa"orable re",ew on the 
Proposed Fwest Ser",ce Land and Resource Management Plan for Pike 
and San Isabel Natwna, Forests 

IS 
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PIKES PU\KAREACOUNClLOFCO"ERNMENTs 

27 E Vermgo, Colorado Sprmgs. Colorado 8~03 m3,471-7080 

Enclosure to Letter F-304 
P~KESPMKAREACOUNC~LOFCOVEIINM~NTS 

27 E "erm,,o, Colorado Spnngr Colorado 80903 iv111 471 ~,,RO 

A-95 CLL%RINGI,O”SE REVIEW 
REl?“CS, FOR LOCAL COMMCNrS FOR CLLARINLImmE REYIEW 

D.iCf December 12, 1982 PPACG Idenrlfler 82480 

TO IKM Fnrect CONICII 

ADDRESS 1920 Valley LIPwe, Pueblo, CO 81008 

FRO" David Salmon, Regmal Planner 

PROJECT TITLE Proposed Land 8 Resource Management Plan for Pike and 

San Isabel Natmv.1 Forests 
me hkes kak i\rea coune~~ of ~ovementr at IS meecmg on 1218182 
voted to forward the follovl”~ coiomentls~ on fhls ,ro,msed pqcct 

m Favorable - the pro,ecr does not appear to COnfllCt vlth 
Regmnal P1P”S. programs, or ob,ecrl”es. 

0 ““e.“orable, for the follovlng reP*o”s 

: 
i 

,” 
” 

I-J NO conment 

0 NO ACTIO., postponed ‘mfzl the next 

m The following comments we== made by the PPAcG mard 

The Board voted 8-T to send fawnt on the Forest %rv~ce 

Plan and to Include concerns exrrressed bv the Clt" of Colorado 

SPVWS. Addltlonallv the Board exPressed preference that only the 

Sanqre de Crlsto Wilderness Study Area be qwen the Proposed wlderness 
deswnation. 

Copier of ihC follo"lng are attached IpJ Local COmmentS 

m PPACG Staif COme"t 

0 copy sent to state Clenrlnghause 0” 

Please fonrard a copy of rbu fmm and 1.~~1 coeocnts wtb yovr 
appllcatm" to the Fwadi"9 agency 

mr 11/23/82 

TO Mr JOh” Fisher 

El Paso County Land Use 

27 Ea5t VernalJo 

Colorado Spnngs, CO 80903 

I’PXCC l.lr”,,f,,r 82480 

- 

Fmrn Dawd Salmon, ReglonaT'Planner / 

Pm,es,T,,,r Proposed Land and Resowce Management Plan for Pike and San Isabel Nntlonal 

Forest and Draft US 

Amant USDA Forest Serwce 

REVIEW DATE December 8, 1982 9’00 a.n 

-__ --- 

PLSASE KEEP THE PIW COPY FOR 
,<O”,,“Y. mmmenl, on IJack or “75 inrm If “ccwar”, 

YOUR RECOFLE AS0 !iFnJ?.v TM 12/8/82 !+wy *v> “Eg,c!W cy!ts ‘P “PUS noiuel ‘h1” _. _--__-~-- .- 
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.%+y ‘f& d”4.4~ 
tlecernber 13, ,982 

me Fore** Supervisor 
Pike San Isabel National Forest 
1920 “alley mzve 
m;;o, Colorado 

Dear szr 

EncloSed you “ill find a copy Of Res01”f~O” NO 9, 
Senes 1982, approved by the Town of Fa~r,alay Board 
Of Trustees, at fhelr regular Meeting held on 
December 6, 1982 

This Res01”t10” I” regard to changing the management 

E 
prescription for the Bearer Creek drainage from wafer 

1 

prod”sLlan to water qualify mprovenent. 1 0, Slneerely, TOW" of FaIrplay 

FOREST SERVICE w.SPORSE 

1 Ths PreSCrIptlOn rhange has been wde see FOTest Plan Hap, 
chapter I, CHANGES BElwssN DRAFT Awn FINAL EIS. and Appendix G, 
Fuml EnvIronmental Impact statement 



i31! I C: F em_ : 
P1- 'B. ID !S a IL s-2 Enclosure to Letter F-540 

6ilr cs 29 co;y Of i e 6, ” ,A Tom OF F*IRpLAY 
I” my cu. 01, 

D-l-.. STATE OF coI.uBADo 

P.EGOL”TION NO _B 

selxee 1982 

Resalurro” urging the ““if& States Foreet Service, of the 

Unrted States Department of Agrrculrure, to amend the proposed 

Prke National Forest Land and Resource Management ‘A, change the 

management prescriptvan for the Beaver Creek draznage from 

wecer production to eater quality rmprovemenr 1 2 

WHEREAS, the Tom of Fairplay abrarns ifs munrcipal and 

damestrc water supply from Beaver Creek, and 

WHEREAS, the Unxfed States Department of Agr~culmre has 

promulgated a proposed land and resource nanagemenr plan encw- 

2 passing Pike National Forest, and has invited written c~nrments 

1 on the proposed plan and, 
E 
.I WHEREAS, the proposed land and resource management plan 

has designated the entire Beaver Creek drainage above the point 

of diversion of the Town’s municipal and domestx water supply 

fo be L” a management area prescrrbed for water production, 

NO”, THEF.EFORE. BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Trustees 

of rhe Town of Fairplay. State of Colorado to encourage the 

UnLted States Foresr Servrce and the Unrted Scares Departmenr of 

Agriculrure to amend rhe proposed land and resource managemenr 

plan to place the Beaver Creek drainage in rhe management area 

prescrrb~ng management practices for water quality rmprovemenr. 

prrmar~ly to include rhe general drrectran that eonflicrs 

between wafer qualay and other resources be resolved m favor 

of water quality. The Beaver Creek drarnage till be the primary 

FOREST SERYICE RESPOWSE 

* see respanse to number 1 above 



E”ElOS”re to letter F-340 

source of the Town's domestic and munxipal water supply for the 

foreseeable future, and the Board of Trustees is gravely concerned 

ahour the possrble del~ter~aus effect on the "ate= supply of 

the porentral for extensive grazrng, minu,g and other public and 

prrvate ases of the Beaver Creek dranage should be exploxed 

in the future The Board of Trustees is further concerned that 

present activities in the Beaver Creek drannage are harmfull to 

rhe Tom's water supply, but wrthrn presently acceptable lzmrcs 

The Town belreves that any future acr~vrties in the water shed 

that increase the harm to the Town's water supply should include 

mrt~ga;mg meaeuree not only to maintain the present water 

quality but to amelrarate the exlstxng harm, particularly where 

z such ameliorative measures can be taken wrthout substantral 

IC)~ncrease in cost to the forest user or where the uxcreased txme 
LJl 
oois due to an expansran of the act~"~t~es of present users. The 

Board of Trustees also belreves that a change of the Beaver 

Creek drarnage to a water qualxy improvement management area 

wrll ellmznate v~rrually any chance of conflrcf, and wrll 

promote harmony and cooperafro", as the forest ser"~ce and 

the Town respecrrvely attempts to enforce 'cherr regulations 

and water shed protectun ordrnance 

For all of the foregorng reaso"s, the Board of Trustees 

of the Town of Faxplay strongly urges the United States 

Department of Agrxculture. and especully the "nrted States 

Foresr Servxce, fo desLgnare the Bea"er Creek drarnage m 

management area 9D of the Land and Management Resource Plan 

for the Pzke Natronal Forest 

GO RESOLVED tbm 6th day of December, 1982. 

FOREST SER”ICE RESPONSE 

No response necessary 

2 



Enclosure to letter F-3&J 

/&,&&A 
A. Douglas Hart, Mayor 

ATTEST 

Helen strayer, TOW” erk 

NO rerponre necerrary 

FOREST SERVICE RESWWSE 



LETTER F-342 

SIB-E OF COLORADO 

November 29, 1982 

Craig RUPP, Regional Forester 
Rocky Mowtarn Region 
USDA Forest Servlce 
11177 West 8th Avenue 
Lakewood, Colorado 80225 

DEC 1 *E2 

Dear Mr Rupp 

RECEIVED 

DEC 3 1982 

P&PI mwd 0 km”, CorrlnDr 
D hlon,e Pawoe tr~wre oirmo, 
Gw~,T oh42119 ,r 

F%~~,:~~~~~:; 
Rirhwd c Bodkmn Ehrman 
PM El Inlo” 
v/c* CL. 
y;,; mb” ,, 

E2r’av’o’ 
R,COxd I eak, Mm”k 

fM 
After examlmng the recreation needs of the State Planmng PegIons 
(4, 6, and 7) which are affected by the Pike San Isabel NatlanaI 
Forest, the EIS and Forest Plan aopear to be I" general accord wth 
the Colorado Statewrde Comprehennve Outdoor Reweatlon Plan. Con- 
gratulatlons on completwn of this document. 

We do, however, feel that the statements made wth regard to recrea- 
bon in the sectlon descrrb?ng general forest dlrectnn seem qwte 

I 

1 
brief considenng this is one of the "amemty values betng emphasized" 
in the Plan 

Further elaboration of the USFS dIrectIon wth regard to road and 
trail access 7s warranted Given the reductwn III acres available 
for motorized and non-motorized use as shown on page 29 of the EIS 
between the proposed and the no action alternatives and an increase 
I" dispersed recreation use as shown on page 45 of the Forest Plan. a 
general management dIrectron of reduced reweatqon acreage that 7s 
mwe lntenslvely used by the public appears to be emerging. 

GTO.JC:nb 
EC. Dewtt John 

rOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 

2 “anagement Req”lremenrs CA-14 and IS, Dispersed Recreat,on Han- 
agement, I-01 and 20, Transportatron system Hanagemenr, I.-n, 
Trail system Management, and L-22, Trazl C.nst~~t=.. and Recon- 
srruerlon~ m Chapter III, cxesr PIan have been revised an.3 ax- 
pan&d to more accurately Portray management empbas~. u, the pre- 
SErqtlOllS 



LETTER w-44 

Umted States Department of the Interior 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

BOX 25016 MS922 
DENVER FmERAL CENTm. 
DENYER. COlDRADO 80225 

FOREST SEWICE P.ESFmSE 



LETTER W-469 

itkin ceaant 

aspen. colorado 61611 

Brace A. lcor¶an, supervisor 
~~.-~&e~:“““” mn?st 
pueblo, Colorado 81008 
D.?arm. l.txqzn: 
1 want m express my dls-m-t WI* the Fax?st seTyI(E -ho= 
for WlldepgsS m the P-San ISabel Na- KKests. Pleas= lmar that 1 
s-gly suppcrr WLldemesS StatIn for Buffalo Pea!ss, Greenhorn lam-. 
SangIT de cnsto, sP3Nsh peak, and Last creek. 

Ywdethe c3zeenbmnEbun~pmpJsal~sagmd-~ e.2 chKacter Of the lands 
I m~~-area.hasnotchangedslnceDr.-enmuraged~~~~ 
;: pose reasoMble acreages ln 1979. 
u p- m&r th.5 letter into the OffLaal remti. 

FOREST SERVICE RESPONSE 



LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS AND PERSONS TO WHOM COPIES OF 
THE STATEMENT ARE SENT 

Consultation wth Others 

Early public uwolvement concentrated on the ldentlflcatlon of 
Issues and concerns Open house sessions were held zn eleven 
locations throughout the plannu~g area including mayor cltxs 
along the Front Range. A total of 169 wrltten responses were 
received from 46 communltles in a four state area. Public 
comments were also received from ndrvlduals, organlzatuxwa and 
agencxs durrng development of the land management plan for the 
Upper Arkansas Unit during the 1970's. The issues and concerns 
ldentifled were complied in a booklet and dlstrlbuted to those 
people that had responded to past planning efforts. In 
addltlon, 500 letters announcing the avallabillty of the 
booklet were sent out. 

After replres from the booklet were received, a scoping process 
was untiated to Identify the major issues and concerns These 
were ldentlfled and addressed in Planning Action 1, which 1s a part 
of the plannlng record and 1s available for review at the Forest 
Supervisor's Office, Pueblo, Colorado. 

Ten Citizen Involvement Groups were established to provide con- 
tmumg public Input on various phases of the land management 
plannsng process. Groups were composed of a cross-section of 
interested rndivlduals and consisted of 8 to 12 members. Dxtrlct 
Rangers and a member of the Interdxcrpllnary Planning Team at- 
tended the meetings and documented the groups' responses and vxws 
on the land management planning process and key planning actlons. 
Citizen uwolvement groups were located in Buena Vxta, Colorado 
Springs, Denver, Falrplay, La Junta, La Veta, Pueblo, Sprlngfwld, 
and Westclrffe, Colorado and Elkhart, Kansas. 

Perlodlc news releases were malled to every mdlvldual, group, 
organlzatlon and government agency/offwial on the malllng list 
to keep them Informed of the progress of the land management 
plan. 

Copies of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Proposed 
Forest Plan were dlstrlbuted to organlzatlons, agencies, and 
lndivlduals specifically requestrng copes. Those xndlvlduals 
requesting InformatIon on the Proposed Forest Plan were maxled the 
summary only. Approximately 830 copres of the summary were 
malled out. .~ _~ - --.c-- _ 

Copies of the DEIS, Proposed Forest Plan and Planrang ActIon 
documents were wallable on a loan/check out basis from each 
Ranger Dxstrrct Offlce and the Forest Supervisor's Offrce. 
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Mailing List 

Copies of the Final EIS and Forest Plan ~111 be malled to organizations, 
agencies and individuals who requested copws. Others ~111 receive 
copxs of an expanded summary. 

Copies of the Final EIS and Forest Plan are avallable for revxw at 
each Ranger District and the Forest Supervisor's Offlce. Addresses 
are listed below: 

Supervisor's Office 
1920 Valley Drive 
Pueblo, CO 81008 

Sallda Ranger District 
230 West 16th 
P.O. Box 219 
Salida, CO 81201 

Leadvllle Ranger District 
130 West Fifth Street 
P.O. Box 970 
Leadville, CO 80461 

San Carlos Ranger District 
248 Dozer Street 
Canon City, CO 81212 

Pikes Peak Ranger District 
320 W. Fillmore Street 
Colorado Springs, CO 80907 

South Platte Ranger District 
393 South Harlan, Suite 107 
Lakewood, CO 80226 

Comanche National Grassland 
Tlmpas Unit 
East Highway 50 
P. 0. Box 817 
La Junta, CO 81050 

Cunarron National Grassland 
737 Villymaca Street 
Elkhart, KS 67950 

Government Agencxs 

South Park Ranger Dxtrlct 
NW of Junction of Hwys 9 & 285 
P. 0. Box 218 
Faxplay, CO 80440 

Comanche National Grassland 
Carr1zo Un1t 
212 East 10th Street 
P. 0. Box 127 
SpringfIeld, CO 81073 

Federal 

National Park Service - Rocky Mountau Reglonal OffIce 
&strict Conservationist, Soil Conservation Service 
USDA - Science and Education Admlnlstration 
Bureau of Reclamation 
U.S. Fish and WIldlIfe Service 
so11 Conservation Service 
Agriculture Stabilization and Conservation Service 
Rocky Mountain Forest and Range Experiment Station 

g-1 

U.S. GeologIcal Survey 
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Federal (Contuwed) 

Bureau of Land Management 
Bureau of Mines 
Environ Prog. Offlce of Management and Organization, 

Department of Treasury 
Federal Highway Admlnlstratlon, Reglonal AdmInistratIon 
Water Resources Council 
USDI - Environment ProJect Review 
Office of the Environment - NEPA Affaus - U.S. Department of Treasury 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commlsslon - Envlronment Quality 
Reglonal Admlnlstratlon EPA 
USDA - General Counsel Offwe, Reglonal Attorney 
USDC - Assxtant Secretary for Envrronmental Affairs 
USDA - Secretary EnvIronmental Quality Actlvltles 
USDA - Agriculture Stabllizatron and Conservation Service 
Advisory Council on Hlstorlc Preservation 
USDA - Office of EEO 
USDA - Rural Electrlflcatlon AdmInistratIon 
USDA - Sol1 Conservation Servrce 
USDA - Adminlstratlve Agriculture Research Service 
Secretary of Defense, Deputy AssIstant - EnvIronmental and 

Safety (M,RA&L) 
USDI - Offlce of the Secretary 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Divlslon of Water Resources 
USDA Offlce of the Secretary 
Farmer's Home AdmInistration 
Federal HIghway Administration - Region Erght 
San Juan Natlonal Forest 
White River Natlonal Forest 
Nebraska Natlonal Forest 
Black Hills NatIonal Forest 
BIghorn Natlonal Forest 
Medicine Bow National Forest 
Shoshone Natlonal Forest 
Arapaho and Roosevelt Natronal Forests 
Grand Mesa, Uncompahgre, and Gunnison NatIonal Forests 
Rro Grande National Forest 
Routt Natlonal Forest 
Pacific Southwest interagency Committee 
Huron-Manlstee Natlonal Forest 
EIS Review Coordinator, EPA, Regron VIII 
pfflce of Economic Opportunity 
Research Institute of Envuonmental Medlcrne 
Advisory Council on Hxtorlcal Preservation 
USDI Bureau of Land Management 
Soil Conservation Service 
USGS - Conservation Dlvlslon 
Carson Natlonal Forest 
U.S. Air Force Academy 

Offlce of Envlronment and Engineering 
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Federal (Contxnued) 

USDI OffIce of Surface Mxung 
BLM Area Offxce 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Dlstrlct Enguxer - Omaha, NE 4 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, District Engineer - Albuquerque, NM 

state 

David Miller - State Capitol 
Colorado Land Use Cormnlsslon 
AssIstant to Governor for Natural Resources 
Colorado State Clearinghouse - Dlvlslon of Planning 
Colorado State University 
Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Colorado Department of Health 
Colorado Dlvlslon of Parks and Outdoor Recreation 
State Department of Hlghways 
Colorado Geological Survey 
State of Colorado Front Range PrOJeCt 
Colorado Dlvlslon of Wildllfe 
Colorado Department of Highways 
Colorado Hlstorlcal Society 
Greater Southwest Regional Planning Commlsslon 
Colorado Farm Bureau 
Colorado Department Local Affars 
Southeast Colorado Water Conservation District 
Division of Architectural Services 
Parks and Resources Authority 
State Hxstoric Preservation Officer 
Department of Forestry - Kansas State University 
Colorado Department of Natural Resources - State Sol1 
Colorado Department of Natural Resources 
Kansas Fish and Game Comm~sslon 
Kansas State Conservation Commission 
Kansas State Clearinghouse - Drvislon of Planning 

;L7 

Conservation Board 

Teller County Water and Sanltatlon Dxstrlct #I 
Town of Monument 
Coal Creek Town 
Lake County Planning and Zoning 
Fremont County Planning and Zoning 
Chaffee County Planning and Zoning 
Saguache County Planning and Zoning 
Park County Planning and Zoning 
Upper Arkansas Area Council of Governments 
Lower Arkansas Valley Council of Governments 
Pueblo Area Council of Governments 
Huerfano-Las Anlmas Area Council of Governments 
San Lus Valley Council of Governments 
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Local (Continued) 

Pikes Peak Area Council of Governments 
Denver Region Council of Governments 
Pueblo County Courthouse 

Government Officials 

Federal 

Honorable Willlam Armstrong, USS 
Honorable Ray Kogovsek, Representative 
Honorable Ken Kramer, Representative 
Honorable Nancy Kassenbaum, USS, Kansas 
Honorable Robert Dole, USS, Kansas 
Honorable Hank Brown, Representative 
Honorable Tim Worth, Representatrve 
Honorable Patricia Schroder, Representatxve 
Honorable Gary Hart, USS 
Honorable Charles P. Roberts, Representative, Kansas 
Honorable Don Schaefer, Representative 

state 

Honorable Richard Lamm, Governor 
Honorable Larry E. Tru~lllo, Sr., Representative 
Honorable Leo Lucero, Representative 
Honorable Stanley E. Johnson, Representative 
Honorable Barbara S. Holme, Senator 
Honorable Leroy Hayden, Senator, Kansas 
Honorable Keith Farrar, Representative, Kansas 
Honorable Jack Fanlon, Representative 
Honorable Robert N. Shoemaker, Representative 
Honorable Lewis Entz, Representative 
Honorable Bob L. Klrscht, Representative 
Honorable Harvey W. Phelps, Senator 
Honorable John Beno, Senator 
Honorable Harold L. McCormick, Senator 
Honorable Regls F. Groff, Senator 
Honorable Richard M. Soash, Senator 

Local 

Clear Creek County Commissioners 
Saguache County Commissioners 
Morton County Commissioners, Kansas 
Stevens County Commissioners, Kansas 
Baca County Commlssloners 
El Paso County Commusroners 

\\ 
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Local (Continued) 

Douglas County Commissioners 
Teller County Commissioners 
Chaffee County Commissioners 
Lake County Commissioners 
Park County Commissioners 
otero County Commlssloneqs 
Dave Randle - Pltkin County Courthouse 
Fremont County Comnnssioners 
Huerfano county Commlssloners 
Las Animas County Commissioners 
Pueblo County Commissioners 
Alamosa County Commissioners 
Jefferson County Commxs1oneys 

Morton County Library, Elkbart, KS 
Baca County Library, Springfield, CO 
Lamar City Library, Lamar, CO 
Lamar Community College, Lamar, CO 
Lower Arkansas Valley, Regzonal Library, Las Anlmas, CO 
Manzanola Public Library, Manzanola, CO 
Rocky Ford City Library, Rocky Ford, CO 
Swink City Library, Swank, CO 
Woodruff Memorial Library, La Junta, CO 
Otero Junior College, La Junta, CO 
Park County RE-2 School &strict Library, Fanplay, CO 
Lake George Elementary School Lxbrary, Lake George, CO 
Lake County Public Library, Leadville, CO 
Colorado Mountain College Library, Leadville, CO 
Colorado College Library, Colorado Springs, CO 
Pikes Peak Community College Library, Colorado Spnngs, CO 
Urnversity of Colorado, Colorado Springs, CO 
Penrose Public Library, Colorado Springs, CO 
Manltou Springs Public Library, Manltou Springs, CO 

Rampart RegIonal Library District, Woodland Park, CO 
Victor Public Library, Victor, CO 
Franklin Ferguson Memorlal Library, Cripple Creek, CO 
Monument Hill Branch Library, Monument, CO 
Unlverslty of Denver Library, Denver, CO 
Metropolitan State College Library, Denver, CO 
Community College of Denver, Aurora, CO 
Auraria Campus, Denver, CO 
Red Rocks Campus Library, Golden, CO 
Regls College Library, Denver, CO 
Villa Regional Library, Lakewood, CO 
Lakewood Regional Library, Lakewood, CO 
Evergreen Reglonal Library, Evergreen, CO 
Columbne Branch, LIttleton, CO 
Park County Public Library, Bailey, CO 
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Libraries (Contuued) 

Douglas County Public Lrbrary, Castle Rock, CO 
Loumers Branch Library, Louviers, CO 
Parker Branch Library, Parker, CO 
Canon City Public Library, Canon City, CO 
Florence Public Library, Florence, CO 
Morgan Library, Colorado State University, Ft. Colluxs, CO 

Recaved Copies of summary only: 

News Media 

Newspapers 

Herald Democrat - Leadvllle 
Fairplay Flume 
Wet Mountan Tribune - Westcllffe 
The Sun - Canon City 
Arkansas Valley Journal - La Junta 
Huerfano World - Walsenburg 
Canon Crty Dally Record 
Florence Citizen 
Mountain Mall - Sallda 
Gazette-Telegraph - Colorado Springs 
La Junta Tribune Democrat 
Lamar Dally News 
Daily Gazette - Rocky Ford 
Rocky Mountain News - Denver 
Star Journal-Chieftain - Pueblo 
Chaffee County Times - Buena Vista 
Kiowa County Press - Eads 
Denver Post 
PlaInsman Herald - Springfield 
yte Pass Couner - Woodland Park 
News Press - Douglas County 
Colorado Springs Sun 
La Voz De Colorado - Denver 
Bent County Democrat - Las Anlmas 
Fxshlng and Hunting News - Seattle, WA 
La Cucaracha News - Pueblo 
Robert Overton - Pueblo 
High Timber Times - Conifer 
Tribune - Monument 
Lakewood Sentinel 
LIttleton Independent 
Mountan Commuter - Pine 
Teller County Sentlnel - Woodland Park 
Chaffee County Republican - Buena Vista 
Ordway News ERA 
Chronicle News - Trinidad 
Cripple Creek Goldrush - Cripple Creek 
Greenhorn Valley News - Rye 
Trl-State News - Elkhart, KS 
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Radio 

KAPI - Pueblo 
KDZA - Pueblo 
KPUB - Pueblo 
KPLV - Pueblo 
KYNR - Pueblo 
KFEL - Pueblo 
KCCY - Pueblo 
KIDN - Pueblo 
KKFM - Colorado Sprmgs 
KRDO - Colorado Sprmgs 
KSSS - Colorado Sprrngs 
KEPC - Colorado Sprmgs 
KVOR - Colorado Sprmgs 
KWYIi - Colorado Sprmgs 
KILO - Colorado Sprmgs 
KERE - Littleton 
KHOW - Denver 
KOA - Denver 
KLZ - Denver 
KIMN - Lakewood 
KLMR - Lamar 
LFLJ - Walsenburg 
KVRH-AM - SalIda 
KBRR - Leadnlle 
KCRT - TrImdad 
KRLN - Canon City 
KAVI - Rocky Ford 
KBZZ - La Junta 

Televxlon Stations 

KOA-TV - Denver 
KRMA-TV - Denver 
KWGN-TV - Denver 
KBTV-TV - Denver 
KMGH-TV - Denver 
KBDI-TV - Boulder 
KOAA-TV - Pueblo 
KOAA-TV - Colorado Sprmgs 
KRDO-TV - Colorado Springs 
KKTV-TV - Colorado Springs 
Trrnldad Community TV Company 
Elkhart TV Cable - Elkhart, KS 
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Individuals and Organizations 

Adson, J. M. 
,Atwell, T. W. 
Barnes, T. 
Basham, G. F. 
Batting, B 
Beldleman, R. 
Bellamy, B. 
Bennlon, B. W. 
Berthod's Inc.- 
Blake, W. R. Jr. 
plakeslee, C. A. 
Board of Water Works - 
Bowen, R. L. 
j3ranstlne, F. and D. 
Brlce, C. 
Brokaw, B. 
Brown, M. 
Bruce, L. 
Bryer, L. 
Burgess, L. 
Butler, W 
Carey, H. 
Carter, D. A. 
Cassidy, M. B. 
OA4WDC, Inc. 
CF&I Steel (Water Department)- 
Charron, S. \ 
Chase, B. 
Chick, C. 
Chick, I. B. 
Chick, L. 
Christie, F. R. 
Claybourn, W. 
Cobb Resources Corporation - 
Colorado Mining Associatxon - 
Colwell, R. P. 
Compton, G. 
&ok, R. A. 
Cool, R. W. 
Chng, B. 
Culberth, R. A. 
Cunningham, K. 
Curry, M. B. Jr. 
Dow-r Audubon Soclety- 
Dlemrr, C. 
,Dds, R. 
Dlvxlon of Telecommunlcatlons _ 
Dixon, Dr. J. W. 
Dixon, J. 
IJonley, D. J. 
ponnell, F. D. 
Dudden, R. A. 
Eckerstrom, K. 
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Eden, E. L. 
Edgar, L. 
Eikleberry, R. 
Everett, T. 
Farley, J. B. (Mrs.) 
Fischer, J. 
Foley, E. 
Foreman, J. 
Foster, R. 
Francis, J. B. 
Fraz~e, S. 
Fulford, M. L. 
Game Trail, Ltd. 
Gerler, B. 
Goemmer, G. 
Greeman, W. 
Greer, J. H. 
Gray, L. R. Jr. 
Gumaer, D. 
Hagen, M. 
Ham, R. 
Harper, E. 
Harper, J. L. 
Harris, D. 
Harvey, E. 
Hedges, W. S. 
Heilman, G. 
Hensley, F. 
Herzer, E. 0. 
Hickey, L. T. 
Holman, F. F. 
Holmes, M. 
Horn, F. D. 
Hotchkiss, W. K. 
Huegger, J. 
Hughes, J. T. 
Hunt, K. 
Hunter, P. 
Hynes, E. 
Inn of Black Wolf 
Jackson, E. Jr. 
James, A. III 
Johnson, C. E. 
Keller, S. 
Kelly, S. 
Kenosha Trout Club 

li Keyes, M. L. 
King, B. 
Knight, A. 
Kraas, R. T. 
Kramer, J. D. 
Krimm, H. 
Kroc, J. F. 
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Larson, D. F. 
Lee, c. w. 
Leibold, J. E. 
Lininger, Dr. R. C. 
Lockwood, T. 
Loomis, J. B. 
Mann, H. 0. 
Manual, W. R. 
Marks, T. J. 
Mason, S. 
McCrum, N. L. 
McDaniel, L. 
McInnis, H. E. 
McKinley, R. G. 
Mean, C. 
Mewing, C. E. 
Merrifield, G. L. 
Merrill, A. 
Merritt, C. R. 
Micklich, P. 
Mullendore, C. H. 
Nasseth, D. 
Nevens, R. 
Nietmann, J. A. 
Nordwall, D. 
Osborn, N. 
Overfield, R. P. Sr 
Ovesbey, R. 
Patterson, R. H. 
Payton, J. and P. 
Peck, A. 
Pegler, W. A. 
Perry, M. D. 
Pierce, C. W. 
Plackner, W. V. 
Porter, W. T. 
Powers, D. J. 
Presler, D. 
Radway, P. 
Randall, D. 
Reed Trust, L. P. 
Rodman, H. H. 
Rosengrants, J. 
Ross, S. 
Rotbney, J. 
Rowe, L. 
Salas, 0. 
Schecter, B. 
Schen, D. 
Schlup, R. 
Schnaufer, E. 
Schneider, M. F. 
Schwendinger, R. B. 
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Scott, W. G. 
Shlssler, Lt. Cal. E. 
Shuey, S. S. 
SImonton, D. 
Slrkls, J. 
Skinner, S. 
Smxth, L. R. 
Smucker, M. T 
Snow, L. 
Somers, W. H. 
SpIkeman, C. L. 
Sprlnger, F. 
Stock, H. I. 
Stock, N. 
Stusla, H. 
Taylor, J. S. 
Thorne Ecological Instltute- 
Tlpton, R. 
Utah Wilderness Assocntxon -/ 
VanNarden, M L. 
Viola Bras 
Waddlngton, D. 
Wade, J. M. 
Wallace, A. 
Washngton Park UMC' 
Weber, B S. 
Wllkerson, D. A. 
Wllllams, C. A 
Wllllams, J. 
Wlnn, R. V. 
Winslow, v. 
Wolford, B. 
Wood, W. W. 
Woods, Mere1 
Woolmlaston, 3. 
Wootton, P. 
Worden, G. 0 
Wright Englneeruq / %b 
Wulf, D. 
Zwaneveld, P. 
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Persons and Organnations Recelvlng the Forest Plan and/or FEIS 

Ambrose, M. 
AMOCO ProductIon Company' 
Anderson, J. 
Anderst, D 
Arellano, T. L 
Autry, C. 
Behnken, J. 
Bergner, L. C. 
Bertschy, Dr. W. J 
Board of Water Works / 
Brandt, W. H. 
Brqgs, P. B. 
Brink, J. 
Brunger, W. H. 
Burgener, 0. E. 
Burgess, G. 
Burnkrant, D. 
Butler, D. M. 
Carpenter, G J 
Casey, R. W 
Cassldy, M. B. 
Chapman, C. J 
Chuman, G. A. Jr 
Clark, R. E. III 
Colorado Mountain Club' 
Colorado Mountain College ' 
Colorado State Unlverslty Documents Department' 
Connors, F. E. 
Continental Dlvlde Trail Society/ 
Cramer, M. 
Cureton, R. H. 
Custer County Stockgrowers' 
Davenport, M. 
Davidson, D. L. 
Danes, B. 
Davis, J. 
Denver Public Library I' 
Dudden, R. A. 
Dunn, C. 
Dustln, C. B. 
Ellu., M. G. 
Evans, G. E 
Evans, M. L 
Fauser, F. 
Forest Plannrng ,, 
Frank, W. C. 
Gatllff, G. 
Gemmlll, D. 
G111, Dr. J. 
GoldsmIth, K. 
Guttman, M. D. 
Harkness, G. K. 
Harper, 3. L. 
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Persons and Organizations Recelvlng the Forest Plan and/or FEIS 

Heuwlchsdorff, G. 
Heun-icy, J. T. 
Hermann, C 
Hlller, D. 
Holland, T M 
Homsher, H. E. Jr. 
Howey, N E 
Hunt, K. 
Hynes, E. 
Janltell, R. L. 
Jantell, R. L. 
Jewell, C. 
Jober, M. A. 
Kidder, V. L. 
King, B 
Klrkegaard, B. 
Kuharlch, R. F. 
Lagos, c. 
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rnlderness management ----------------------------------I-12,19, x1-4() 
wll&,rness preservation ------------------------------------------~-15 

wilderness study area(s) ---------I-1--4,23-25, III-69--78; IV-29--43; 
V1-162--169,182,195,199,220-223,228,250,253,260,261, C-2--385 
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wilderness study area report(s) ----------------------------Appendix C 
Greenhorn --------------------------------------------------c-3--53 

alternatl”es --------------------------------------------c-5--14 
affected en”lronment -----------------------------------c-15--35 
env1r0Mlenta1 consequences -----------------------------C-36--53 

Buffalo Peaks --------------------------------------------C-54--108 
alternatl”es --------------------------------------------C-56-67 
affected envlroment -----------------------------------C-68--87 
environmental consequences -----------------------------c-88-108 

Spanish Peaks -------------------------------------------C-l09--164 
alternatl”es -----------------------------------------c-111--120 
affected en”lronment ---------------------------------c-121--144 
environmental consequences ---------------------------C-145--164 

Sangre de Crlsto ----------------------------------------C-~65--~39 
alternatlves -----------------------------------------~-~6~--~~~ 
affected environment ---------------------------------C-188--238 

envrronmental consequences ---------------------------c-239--263 
Bureau of Land Management Sltuat-Lon Analysis ---------C-264--339 

Lost Creek FPA ------------------------------------------C-340--385 
Purpose and Need -------------------------------------C-343--34S 
alternatl”es -----------------------------------------C-349--358 
affec+ed envlro~ent ---------------------------------C-359--374 
environmental consequences ---------------------------C-375--385 

wilderness sultablllty --------I-1--4,12,23,24; II-27,29,31; IV-29--43 
wlldllfe and fxh, see fish and wlldllfe 
Windy Ridge BrIstlecone Pine Scenic Area -----------------------III-66 
winter sports ----------------------------------------------~-~S,25-27 

affected environment ------------------------------------III-62--~~ 
demand trends -----------------------------------------------~~~-6~ 

withdrawals -----------------------I-19,22; III-107,117; IV-68; VI-248 
wood-fiber productlon, see also timber -------------------------I-l8 
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