
Interested Person Request
I would like to participate as an interested person in the objection resolution discussions for one or more of the identified objection issues for the Helena-Lewis and Clark Land Management Plan or the regional forester’s list of species of conservation concern (SCC). 
Name:             Tom Partin                                                                                                 
Address:               921 SW Cheltenham Street, Portland, Oregon 97239                                                                                                                       
Phone # or email:    tpartin@amforest.org     503-704-4644                                                                                         
Name of lead interested person (if more than one):                                                                           
Please provide a brief explanation of your interest in the objection(s) and any specific concern(s), including a description of your support or opposition to the objection(s):  
I am a consultant for the American Forest Resource Council.  Our Association represents the forest products industry in Montana, Idaho, Washington, Oregon, and California.  A predictable and sustainable volume of raw materials coming from our national Forests are imperative for our member companies to survive in Montana and other western states.  I submitted a lengthy objection on the Final EIS and believe that I have standing based on Eastern Pod meetings that I attended and represented both AFRC and the timber industry.  
Reasons for our objection include:
1. AFRC believes the Economic analysis as it pertains to timber is fatally flawed. We do not believe the Forest will be able to achieve outlined benefits of the Plan (Draft Record of Decision Pg. 9) 
2. AFRC does not believe that the Proposed Plan complies with the Multiple-Use Sustained-Yield Act of 1960 (MUSYA 
3. The Forest failed to prepare an Alternative that would depart from even-flow harvest to address the need to increase the amount of ponderosa pine and acres of large tree size. 
4. The Forest has not done an adequate job of providing an alternative that would address the insect and disease problems found on the Forest. 
5. The Forest did not prepare an Alternative that would have produced the Sustained Yield Limit (SYL). 
6. AFRC believes the decision to add 153,325 acres of additional Wilderness study area in not in line with the forest health needs. 
7. AFRC does not believe the RMZs should have been constrained to an artificially low harvest level as stated on pg. 235 in the FEIS. 

AFRC is very interested in the potential sawlog volumes and long-term sustained yield limits that will be established in this plan and how the forest will address insect and disease issue.  AFRC represents several counties in Montana as well, and the economic impacts from this Plan are crucial to those counties.  
AFRC is very interested in supporting both Montana Logging and Sun Mountain’s objection since both organizations are members of AFRC.  We believe we can bring additional information to the discussion supplementing what they have offered and defending their positions.    
[bookmark: _GoBack]AFRC would like to be involved in the discussions regarding wilderness as put forth by the Wilderness Society and the Mountain High Divide Trails Collaborative.  Specifically AFRC does not support the addition of new wilderness study areas.  AFRC also takes exception and would like to be involved in the discussion with the Native Ecosystem Alliance regarding forest management and impacts to wildlife species.  AFRC believes forest management can be a positive tool for wildlife improvements, especially elk forage issues, diversity in habitat and other benefits. 
Please identify when you commented during the planning process (scoping, draft EIS, and/or final EIS): AFRC believes that we have standing based on information and conversations that we provided and shared with the Helena-Lewis and Clark National Forest during two previous meetings. Those meeting dates were May 23, and November 15, 2019.  Those discussions were during the time the Draft EIS phase.   
AFRC notes that the Western Environmental Law Center provided comments on behalf of the Helena Hunters Association.  While AFRC’s objection apparently did not have standing, we would like the Forest to acknowledge that our comments were also made on behalf of Montana Logging Association and Sun Mountain Lumber.  Therefore we request our objection have standing.  
Signature:           Tom Partin                                                                                                        
Send electronic letters requesting recognition as an interested party to: https://cara.ecosystem-management.org/Public/CommentInput?project=44589. Electronic submissions must be submitted in a format that is readable with optical character recognition software (e.g., Word, PDF, Rich Text) and must be searchable. 
Faxed requests must be submitted to (406) 329-3411 The subject line needs to include “Helena – Lewis and Clark Plan Revision Interested Persons” and should specify the number of pages being submitted. 
Written requests submitted via USPS, FedEx, UPS, or other courier should be mailed to: Leanne Marten, Reviewing Officer, USDA Forest Service, Attn: Helena – Lewis and Clark Planning Objections, 26 Fort Missoula Road, Missoula, MT  59804. 
If you are unable to submit electronic, fax, or postal requests and must submit them by hand to the Northern Regional Office, please refer to signage at the front door regarding the delivery of hand delivered items, which will include a phone number to arrange delivery of your objection. Office hours are Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., excluding Federal holidays. 
Individuals who use telecommunication devices for the deaf (TDD) may call the Federal Information Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339 between 8:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m., Eastern Standard Time, Monday through Friday.
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