





Old Growth on the ANF is exactly the opposite of what the ANF requires, and the substitution of a “one-
size-fits-all national policy, fostering old growth, is entirely ill fitting for the specific needs of the ANF.

Those specific needs of the ANF are well studied, documented, and commented upon. Those
critical steps are required by law and federal policies. The Old Growth Proposal defies those studies,
documents and comments, and steers a blind course to the ruinous health of the ANF.

The Old Growth Proposal results in an ouicome that is entirely contrary to the well-considered
prescription for the health of the ANF. Not surprisingly, the Old Growth Proposal arises in violation of
the statutes and policies that were carefully followed to arrive at the very different prescription for the
health of the ANF contained in the current ANF Forest Plan. Among other things, the one-size-fits-all
approach, called for in the Old Growth Proposal, violates the USDA’s obligations to coordinate with state
and local governments, it violates the Administrative Procedures Act, it violates the NFS Land
Management Planning regulations, and it violates NEPA.

The violation of the above statutes and policies is a remarkable slap in the face to those who
respect the law and those of us who devoted thousands of hours to following the law to arrive at the
2007 Forest Plan. | personally participated in the comments and other steps that resulted in the 2007
Forest Plan. Thereafter, during my tenure on the WCSD Board of School Directors, our Board submitted
many comments on ANF projects being scoped. | spent many hours volunteering as a member of the
ANF Forest Health Collaborative. All of the above efforts were consistent with the coordination and
input required under the statutes and regulations recited in the preceding paragraph. That coordination
and input is, in part, designed to take into account the needs of entities like the WCSD as well as the local
community in which | live. The Old Growth Proposal does not allow anything like the level of
coordination and input called for under the aforementioned statutes and regulations. The Old Growth
Proposal is shaped in the shadow of ignorance of the needs of the WCSD and my local community.

It must be noted that the WCSD {and the other school districts and townships that exist within
the ANF) are the intended beneficiaries of the provisions contained in the Weeks Act (the statute which
formed the ANF) and the USDA’s obligations to coordinate with local governments. The WCSD and the
other townships and school districts are the beneficiaries of the payments due under the Weeks Act and
which are made in respect of the fact that the national forest commands control of such a large amount
of the acreage in the local communities.

The WCSD, along with the other townships and school districts, are impacted by the health and
management of the ANF, both directly and indirectly. In violation of the concepts embedded in the
Weeks Act--meaning in violation of the concepts of coordination and interaction embedded in the very
statute that formed the ANF--the Old Growth Proposal will cause great harm to the WCSD and the other
townships and school districts located within the ANF boundaries.

The statutes and regulations cited above are adopted, in part, to protect the interests of the
WCSD, the other school districts, the townships (which receive the Weeks Act road funds) and the

citizens of the local communities within the ANF. The Old Growth Proposal demonstrates a callous
disregard for school children and citizens, and the proposal’s one-size-fits-all approach is a shameful
exercise of unlawful authority.



For all of the above reasons | strongly urge the rejection of the Old Growth Proposal.
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